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Thp Coast Community College District owns and 
operates its own UHF television station, KOCE, The content of the TV 
coursers and trends in enrollment are detailed in this report, with 
emphasis on the spring semester, The report determines the 

educational and public service needs of the community with respect to 
televised college courses. Findings include: (1) Enrollment is up 133 
percent from initial registration figures in spring 1972-73^ (2) More 
people are enrolling in television courses for reasons other than 
earning credit toward a degree, (3) More housewives, proportionately, 
are enrolling in television courses each semester, (U) More women 
than men continue to enroll in television courses, (5) The average 
age of television students is rising, with the median age in spring 
'^q73-74 at 34*9 years, (6) Course completion rates for television 
courses-*alr eady lower than those of their on-campus 
counterparts--are not improving, (7) Students who do not take the 
final examination are more likely to be enrolled in a TV course only; 
th-;^y have less education beyond high school, consider themselves 
nonstudents, and hav^ a lower opinion of nearly all course 
components . ( Author/A H) 
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This rcpDrt: th.'scribey the p ri)C ued ings and results of one 
portion of a resuarcn project funded by the Corporation for Public 
liroadeas L in^ Lo determine t\\ii L'chicat inna 1 and pubiie service needs 
or the ^;e^vieL' ariM of KOdl,, a public L'HF LelevisiiMi station owned 
and opt-raled by Liie ('oast. Community (\)llege District. This report 
disrusst-'S st:udent i^\'i'/tLon to tL'^L•vi^;il)n course's offered by the 
(]<^.ist Community C^o ! 1 e;';e District. 

We are indebted t,o Rit:liard Brightman for the researcdi design 
and procedures used in this study. We are grateful for the help of 
Jean Dudley and Chris Yanick wlio offered clerical assistance 
throughout the study. Finally, {)ur sincere gratitude is given to 
the Corporation for Public Broadcasting, in particular, Jack Ly 1 e , 
i)irtn'tor of Coinnun ic.at ions ResearcTi, for their support. 

The Offii'e of Fduiational Planning and Development has assumed 
res[)on-'. ib i 1 1 1 y for all tL»levisi{)n course researcdi projects; persons 
wishing additional information about theni are asked t:: contact tlu» 
Office of ['ducat i{)na I Planning and i\:ve K pmt'Ut , Coast Coramunity 
(iolluge District, 1370 Adams Avl^iuio , Cos a Mesa, California, 92626. 
tel-.'piuuR' number is (Area C(Kle) 714 - 556-5555. 
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IntfifHt in television courses tends toward those things which per- 
tain to the quality of life: fine arts, literature and languages, and 
I'onsuiner and lieaitli services. More esoteric subjects, such as physical 
Hi iiiues and mathematics — as well as truly pragmatic areas, such as 
lnisine>^s M\d technical t raining--were not seen as important according 
our siii'vey. 

AitlioiJc AnuLuiJi'' Teleoho'fic Jarvu-n^ 
Coast (Community College District, 

vlanuary , 1974 , p. 42. 



Students are well aware of the limitations of televised instruclion, 
particularly the absence of human interaction and feedback from the in- 
structor and other students; but for most of them, given their present 
Wi.rk and f ami Iv r».-qui rement s and general life style, the advantages far 
outweigh the disadvantages. For the most part, the suggestions they make 
for {-hauKes or improvements in their TV courses are not with the iiitent of 
making it m{>re like an on-campus class experience, but rather to refine 
tile distinctive nature of this quite individualized way of learning- 

Coast Coninunity College District, 
August, 1974, p. 62. 
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I'his report describes the proceedings and results of one 
portion of a research project funded by the Corporation for Public 
Broadcasting to determine the educational and public seivlce needs 
of tlie service area of KOCE, a public UHF television station ovmed 
aiid operated by the Coast Community College District. This raport 
discusses student reaction to television courses offered by the 
Coast Cooimunity College District. 

We are indebted to Richard Brightman for the research design 
and procedures used in this study. We are grateful fur tne help of 
Jean Dudley and Chris Yanick who offered clerical assistance 
throughout the study. Finally, our sincere: gratitude is given to 
the Corporation for Public Broadcasting, in particular. Jack Lyie, 
DirecLor of Coramunicatioas Rese.^rch, for their support. 

For additional information about the project, write to the 
Office of Institutional Research, Coast Community College District, 
1370 Adams Avenue, Costa Mesa, California 92626. 



Carol E. Teraz 
Project Researcher 



Monty Ruth 
P*-oject Director 
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(loatinuln^ icsvaroh conducted by Coast Community College District on 
U^levlsloT' ('v)urses .Mid persons who enroll in them has resulted in *^he identic 
ti cat ion of certain trends present during the Spring, 1 973-74, semester. 

1. M >rc j>f. art.' enrolling in tt»!u\'iyion c(uirses: enrollment is up 
! )i p' ' • :nl ii joi initial ^tig i s t rat 1 on iiftures in Sprii))?,, ] 972-7 i. 

2. More pi'oplt-^ art enrolling In tt'levision courses for reasons other 
tlian earniuj^, ci'edit: toward a di.-grco. Sixty-four purcent of the 
Spring, 1972-7 3, TV student sampK' indicated their reason for taking 
their course was to earn credit; S9.9 percent did so the follow- 
ing fall Less than half (44 percent) of those sampled durinjj 
Spring, 1973-74, che{:ked this reason. 

This shift can be partia^'ly accounted for by the presence, ix\ 
Spring, 197 3-74 , of two C{)urses — Freehand Sketching and Connie's 
Ch) thing Co rne r--whlch are less traditionally academic in content 
and are oriented more toward development of certain areas of 
skills. Kven in the anthropology and geography courses, both of 
which satisfy basic requirements in their respective disciplines, 
le.is than two-thirds of the students s.unpled indicated their primary 
concern was to earn credit. 

J. More people wh{> can be defined as "non-students" — by virtue of no 
f)ther, on-camp j affiliation or on-going commitment to education 
beyond high school — are enrolling in television courser. Thirty- 
nine percent of the Sprir^g, 1973-74 sample indicated th^y did not 
consider theinselves students of any kind- 

4. More housewives, proportionately, are enrolling in television courses: 
each semester this group has ccmstituted the largest single occupa- 
tional cat< g(,>ry. In Spring, 1973-74 , housewives represented 32.4 
[)erccnt of all students :^arr.pied- 

5. More women than men continue to enroll In television courses. Women 
constituted S4.6 percent of the Fall, 1973-74, enrollment; 67.2 
percent in Spring. 

r. ITio avor.ige /ige of televh^ion .students is rising; half of all the 
^.tuiients sampled in Fall, 1973- /4, were above* the age of 31.8 years, 
and Ln Spr^nv^;, half v.ere over i4.9 years. 

7. Although ennUlmrnt figures havr increased, ( (uirse completion rates 
lor television courses — lov;er ( li<in thosr of their i>n-rampus count rr- 
fiarts to begin with — are not Improving: Spring, 1 972-73: 46.1 per- 
cent; Fall, 1 973-74: 4^.9 percent; Spring, 1 973-74: 37. G perc(Mit . 
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The results of a spring study conducted on anthropoJugy students 
indicate that students who are involved in some form of partici- 
pation and interaction (in this case, experimental groups were 
asked to maintain one of the following: a TV viewing log, a 
weekly course diary plus a raid-semester interview, or a diary 
submitted at threo-week intervals) with the institution are more 
likely to complete their course and achieve at a higher level. 

While we have not yet determined the significance of certain 
factors as actual determinants in TV students' failure to com- 
plete their courses, we do know that students who do not take the 
course final examination are more likely to be enrolled in a TV 
course only, have less education beyond high school, and to con- 
sider themselves non-students. 

Data gathered through such sampling procedures as student inter- 
views, post-course questionnaires, and course diaries have identi- 
fied the following areas of student concerns and criticisms re- 
garding their television course experiences: 

— the desire for more--and more varied forms of — testing 

— the desire for increased availability of review sessions 
(either in taped form or on campus) 

— more continuity among the components of TV lesson, text, and 
sy 1 labus 

— better textual aids, particularly syllabi 

— more explanation of the function of these components in 
relation to one another 

— more clearly detailed and more repetitive information in the 
ireas of f)roa(lcasts whicli include the number and title of tiie 
lesson being aired; times and dates of testing, semin:irs, etc., 
what textual material Is accompany which lessons 

— greater availability of course materials 

Students who f.ii!ed to take their final exam assigned a lower rank 
in^^ to nearly all course rum[K)nents about which they were asked. 
This f , together with the pr^^blems perc-ived by students (out- 
lined ib.)ve), sug^;esls th/it difficulties encountered in the courst* 
itself nay be of equal--and [)Os;i!.ly :.;reator — significance than 
triose characterizing students' academic hackgrt>und in failure to 
complete a television course. 



(>(^asL (lorninun i ty Collegf District, which owns and operates the non- commercial 
educatic^nal television station, KOCE, has offered cormnunity college courses for 
credit to residents of the (Grange Ceuinty area since Spring semester, 1972-73 — 
some two montiis after KOCK-TV began broadcasting in November, 1972. 

Enrt^'llment ot students in the three television courses offered that initial 
semesti*r totaled 1, 388. While television student enrollment for the following 
semester (Fall, 1973-7A) dropped 17 percent to 1,151, it then rose during Spring 
of 1973-74 ti^ 3,230, an incrt^ase of 133 percent over initial registration figures. 
Final registration figures for Fill, 1974-75 show that 4,952 students enrolled in 
thtf six teU'Vision courses offered. This number represents an increase in total 
enrollment of 2^)1 percent over Spring, 1 972-73. 

Another way of charting this growth is calculation of the average course size 
during v.wh si^mcstor. The average enrollment per TV course in Spring, 1972-73 was 

in Fall, 1^74-75, this figare reached H25--an increase of 83 percent. Thus lias 
int»*rcst tfovn in pursuing educational opportunity through enrollment in televised 
rolh.vgo Courses. So, too, has it bo_'o:iic increasingly necessary to assess t he 
t.-f t eo t i vcnt/ss this kind of learning proc^ess and its role in the iicad-^^mi^* comminity. 

;hi.i rf,j.''l i> .(MUrTU-ti .cith - tr^.-.i • t tii^ p rf'-es.^--- tiiat ct student t-.-al- 
'itti-rt 'i tii^-" J'lovisi.'ii curs^-s. i^' t h i eiu! . we h-ive /igain* pursued tw^' niai 
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lines of inquiry: 1) How do students rate the several aspects of these courses? 
M What kind of student enrolls in a television course? The latter question 
-iiiht well be expanded to inquire^ what kimls of students enroll, as Springs 
the semester with wliich this report is most specifically concerned, 
•.irks l':ie first during which two quite distinct types of courses have been of- 

\-[yv courses were offered during, this semester. Two of then — >:r 
vin tntroductorv level course in anthrooology , and *; A 

• --arc ( <uirses '.vhich satisfv basic requirements in the fields of the social 
: :viv-.i.Ml scien;'es. Fvc; others, ;v and 'KK.-'^r ' ' 

' .1 teachiuK basic tecliuiques in sev;ing, are Ifss academir in their 

: • a t Ion and ire perhaps more aptly described as courses which develop *ertain 

•>! ^KiLIs. fifth, y \' *•'•' -'^ a business coursf, st-ens 

-\ ^!t^ . c r i br'«i ^ rad i t iontU 1 y <a(:adenic in ccmtent, arid yor the student sati^ple 

• r':;!.: rc-. ::Mes h. several respects those of the sketching 'jnd scwin^ 
1 is.,^^.. 

r:.c .^''v-t- rvaf i - VI , th^^n, in a previ.^us report that, "Different sub jf^ t . . . ar- 
•ric'' -^^ = :de:.: - '-.'iih so/ewhat 'liffi-rini: backt:r -inds , t/istes, and ncM':h. /' is btMno 

• vii-i vreii'T '-[Mia-Ls in ih-.- t-vininat i on of the characteristics ind :"*^riva- 
ri-.:^. v-.i.-'. ^---Ti'- Lnd^'n!-- ^-:r'^'lh->: in sf^ri:./ TV ■■nur-."-;. 

■y-,. [ ^ . ' : in ''.i-^ i-ep.^r't v;-!'.* iMtn'^r^''! in thrtM* kin^N •! ^r'.plin-" pro- 
".'■•* '. : .1*1 n 

* - • . . ' r ■ ^ : f n • • - • i : r-- ■ i ! ti.iM ■ - n , t i 1 • - ' i ' * : . - n- 

■ , . . . . . . .y .... . . . ... ..r:r..! l^.J t^-!.'vi-.; - ^ >- 
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was dfsi>;iud to t^U.iin an evaluation of the particular coursv as wl»11 as a demo- 
r'.raj'l.ii^ pr.^fiU* >] x\"--^[n\\i\c\)l . V.liilt^ !>"t<; kin«ls ol ii^ Fc^rma I i oa have hi^.vu 

t-,if ,m' ^'.r-; t vr^" i ' ('.I. i .u I i 1 1 ont- J\»r which bot,h f fM ; v;rrt' 
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i • ro ! 1 ;-:vuL ' n ! lie . 1 1 .iT' 



i\[ [ \ I ^• I ' ^iL- Lr r i ' larv r 

A 

' i; ui: s *^ •Tina i r- -s a v ! i > .I"• 
. ; t ^ • -tv I ^ ' - r ♦ i I ■ . r ] • • I : 



,,t'il.'nt "r. i:\ .;tH:;r , sx-?.'M;a^, i apliy , and firnily 

;:i.i!M/." t'- 1 •.•/^'r- t.^ -vtintai:^ ' r- A a (:'>Mrstj T'larv (Appt^ndi:-: D) a 

■:\)^ n^Hv stadt^'ut-. r-ailt'l in a weekly evaluation of the lessons they watched, al')iu^ 
.vitit int'crr.at i.^a nrufrnin.; t :;e day, ti:ne, TV (dianni'I, 'ind location at wh i h thr 



"^llns despite the fact tliat on forms previously used, the occupational cate^^'rv 
nf "horu»niaker" did not appear. 
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Figure 1 

Student Evaluation Proreduics: 
Freehand Sketching, Physical Geography, 
Favoily Risk M.magfiDent 




Figure 2 



I>r iiduMt Kva liiat ion F^rnredurcs : 
» til rural Antliro[)pl()w,v 



r. vn-vt'i!. ^' I rt I i; a^f vi^f si U*rtt'>i in t!.e following n^.aiituT: ^'iftv 
-'f ' ' • . " • : ; V: ' » i . ■ t t.!u' '■:•:( t'pt. i on : m';! ':; 

pt>l,v;'. — Wk iK' .:':it i it'tfrr f .^ppiMiii\;< *'nvilin55 them to nuui^aln a diary 
r r th" ; ( . I vtMit V- t i v/t' iK'r(i»nt of tho sttKients enrol lc<l in ant h ropo 1 (. e^* 
AtT'. i-r^'vi t • Mf)Vi!- for:Ti A; .inotlii^r J") p»'r.\.'nt were invittnl to ke*.*p H 

t^t '..Mit-M iMat'v ( \:^pt'ndi.v Ki f tv ptTLetiL cf tfu» students enrol l^d in 

t -i^r i' wtM' ' also mvLti/: t<^ M.»op tni* r> iiie iwu i . i-^ oi lmc 

aiirv -!:** I.'! in tnis re.s[)L'v t : Tht stnut'irt- of tht- second did nor ask after 
i:^!.^r"M* . . >:i rrnn ti!;:o, ^ itanno ! , day (A viewing, etc., but rather rontainod 

ill 'yu-^ii'^w^ .in ornini: i\w stndtat's progress and his opinion rt'K*i f"d. in>: 
■ . rt ti'^ t- of the <i»urH'. And, insti-ad of being mailed woekly, rho 

f. r- .' i t ' .latht-r i n t'ori-^i t iv>'^. at three-week intervals during the setnes- 

tt-r, * i/M*'- I ai^.d J li-r .oiv-; t ra t o tiir nodels for these student eVtiluation pro- 

sttidr-it v.'h(^ ko:)t eithor i^»rr. o: tin.' Conrst- lUary partlripated if anv othor 
tw". : -ii" • ••viluati >n diirinv, t ho sonester althcMiv;'^. eaoi;, as a part of i^u' 
r«l ? '■ i» ".^ po!' i I f i , i-^ -^^at a f,.- 1 - -ourse evaluation furn. 

' • :^ ' ! :V ' i - v- 

['■■.' ^ ..T'u ! t ai:;' li*. ''i - "a" :^^v:^. -M th** (oursi- ')iarv rf i .k^-' 

■.V !' ' » t :'.-r" :vtl i :^ t » ■ r% i • • v riJ^vr/ riifoiu*'; '(^irs" ^\p,;'/:vli < ; uid '■)- 

'm- i • • • r .• ■ ' .'O'T' -^i'i'*' ' '>f t wi-^ t ^ * \[^ r i I tnd t i^: ]\ {■ -i 

?^ . ; : f r i' ' it m i ' ! U-M -.M"-: c.vllo^r-^. T'U'ir toirp-'t- wi- 



f Mt* s^* t V 1 I M l ! ; ! 



r ; •; . 










r Inf 1 r:n;i( ion 

w 
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n 


?s 


t 
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7} 
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:• 7 
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„.<r. CnnpariM.' K-'ORrnphlc datT wore not 4',?ittu.rctl from ■>n-rampU8 studtnts during 

f.., , .f • , ' ; ' , .inpir i sons which cr'n he nade hftwiTii 

I her. .uui l)u' TV ;tiu!i"n'. sampU-. 
iii}. Ui St ribiit ton 

Tahh' i\ comoarpi: tnc ruial distribuLion of television students s.imn1pH 
during tiio 197 3- 74 academic year with that of both the college district and Orange 
Kount'. as a wUoU-. 



. . 1 

1 


1 

i>rank:e | 


Coast Corntminity 
College District 


TV Student 
Fall, 1973-74 


TV Student 
Spring. 1973-74 


1 

i 










1 

' atiras i aw ; 


86 . 0 


90. 2 


92. 5 


89.2 




11. < 


7.7 


1.9 


2.H 


Blark 


. 7 


. 1 


.6 


. 1 


Iiul i an 


. 1 


. 2 


.6 


.7 




K > 


1.4 


.8 


. 7 




. A 


.4 


1.1 


1.5 


;)rr 1 iiu* I St at f 
To t a 1 s 






2_._5 


5.0 


100.0 


100. 0 


100.0 


100.0 



-Data ^athfrfd fror-i 1970 U.S. Census and Orange County Progress Hcport, Vol. 9 

Table 11 
Hacial Distribution 



I) i s t r^iji iijtj on by A^jo a nd S ex 

WhiK' thf ratio r,f u\a\v to fomalt^ students on campus is nearly equal, th 
.,,f. f ..l.-v; . i.-n au(I.Mit> s';u->w>^ tliat 1 tv n- as In^l V nor.- w^nen are enrol lli^g in 
, ,,,r-^,. . •. I ihl.- Ill illustrate;, twic- as nanv women than m-n n- k i s 1 1- r.-l ! 
t.-l,..,! . : •, iirin.' <prin-. !<•'-:■.. «'! ai-iiti.MM! ^ i i t i - m. . • .. 

;., ! \- •-VA i ti--; t ; ! '.' i ' hc-si' 1 V'' .is "ho-.-rriakr r-' --a s ; t u i : ; 
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Kail, 197)- 74 



Ik'sorlpt U^n 



Fe.nnlo 
So answer 

7, of women Idontifled 
a;: "*'.oniom.iker"* 



7. 



50. 7 
49. 3 



Tt! 1 evi s Ion 



7. 



4^.8 
54.6 
.6 

41. 8 



Data av.ulabU' for TV ruudents only. 

Table III 

Television Students 
Distribution by Sex 



Spring, 197 3- 74 



On-Cf.nipus 



49, 3 
50.7 



Ti' Ifvls Ion 



31.2 
67. 2 
1.6 

43.2 



Tabli' IV prosonls tlie dis r rlbut Ion of response from both Fall and Spring, 1973-74 
sat^Ues to ihv question reKardlng (carfgory of) age of television students. The 
TH-dlan a^o was 31.8 yoars for the fall students sampled and 34.9 years for those 
in spring. T)w average age of television students rose from 34.4 years in fall 
to 37.2 In spring. 



Age 


Fall, 1973-74 


Spring, 


1973-74 




7. 


15 


- 17 


1.1 


2. 


6 


18 


- 25 


22.6 


15. 


4 


26 


- 35 


41.8 


33. 


3 


36 


-45 


18. 7 


26. 


9 


46 


- 60 


13.6 


16. 


3 




■r 60 


2.2 


4. 


2 




an ;w.' r 




1 


3 



TabU' IV 

li'l'-visinn Studt-nis 
P i - 1 r i b"it i 'U hv Ai'i' 
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Mart f al ji^ajtijs^ Namb cf of Depetuk' nl'^ 

,V- wa. t'.u' < i^f for •;.<.■ Fill, !^7<-7« TV stuflfnt s.iirple, three in fvery 
four Ht'idin-.ts in th.il fur spring arc iurrl»?d. Slightly fewer of the spring stu 
dent sanple have legal dependent-^ . Howtver, of those wiio do, fewer arc clainwd 
in sprini' than in the previous fall semester. Table V. 



I 

Number of | 


Fal i, 197 V7A 


Spring, 1973-7', 


Dependents | 


y 


7. 


None 


28. 7 


25. 7 




n.4 




Tvi> 


18. 7 


20.2 


Th roe 


21.7 


19. I 


KMir 


8. 4 


9.0 


More ihat^ Four 


8.6 


6.7 


No AnswtT 


.J_ 




Total 


100.0 


100.0 

_ ■ ■ ~— 



Table V 

To lovi slnn Students 
Number of Le^al Dependents 
Fall, 197V7/* & Spring, 1973- 

lU s I r Ibuiion » >X ' ^y^^ } i^l}j*J Catoj|{o rU\s 

K Fall, 197V-7u /uvl Spring, 1973- 74 

Table VI s!u>vs occupational .ateyuries checked by TV stude:;t samples for 

hotb ^rnt^st-fN. "ihv lntK*nl here Is not to view tht- distribution of response in 

sprir^.^ in ! i anv ►;ivi»n t at e »;*)ry ' s t)»'r.rnt ot ln« rti'ie >r derreast*, 

M':f ri'';»*r f ^ • " ^ -u- 1 r \ r lhat dlMrrotU s»-t.^ .'ourses attract peoph- wiiu 
- ^ ^ • • • v; • ♦ MP I* i "!^> . 



ERLC 



10 





Fall, 1973-74 


Spring, 1973-74 


Occup,it io;uil Category 




1 


H u s 1 1 » t • s s K X 0 c 1 1 1 1 V e 

Fine Arts 

Homemak^r 

Mllltarv 

Office 

Proftisslonal 
Retired 

Sales/Customer Service 

Sel f- Employed 

Tradesman/ Journeyman/ 
Technician 

Not Current ly Employed 

Other 

No /\nswer 


1.4 

.8 

10.3 
17.3 

12.0 

11. 7 
16.4 
14.8 
5.2 


3.8 
2.5 

32.4 
1.4 
6.7 

14.9 
1.6 
5.3 

6.5 
5.6 
13. 3 
3.7 



CatcKory not Included In Fall, 1973-74 questionnaire. 
22.8 percent (extrapolated from the categories of "Not 
Curr.'nMy Kmployc-d" and "Other") Indicated their occu- 
pation as that of "Homemaker." 



Table VI 

Occupations of Television Students 
Fall. 1973-74 & Spring, 1973-74 

I. Distribution by Course Knrollment 

Table VII lists the frequency of response by TV course enrollment and makes 
pparent che--ln some areas, sharp--cont rast among the occupational profiles 

hen rompari'd in this manner. 
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Occupational 
Celt 6 gory 


Anthropology 


Freehand 
Sketching 


Physical 
Geography 


Family 
Risk 
Management 


Sewing 


% 


% 


7. 




% 


Business Executive 


3.5 


2.2 


9.3 


10.?. 




Fine Arts 


2.5 


3.7 


1.9 






Homemaker 


29.7 


32.6 


21.5 


10.2 


73.6 


Military 


l.A 


.9 


1.9 


6.1 




Office 


7.7 


A. 3 


12. 2 


8.2 


A. 2 


Professional 


9.8 


22.1 


9.3 


20. A 


8.3 


Retired 


1.8 


1.9 


.9 


2.0 


- 


Sales /Customer Ser. 


6.6 


A. A 


6.5 


6.1 


l.A 


Self-Employed 


2.8 


1.2 


.9 


8.2 


2.8 


Tradesman/ fourney mar 
/Technician 


9.1 


3.1 


12. 2 


10.2 




Not Currently 


7.7 


6.2 


1.9 


A.l 


l.A 


Other ^^^?^oy^A 


1A.3 


13. 7 


15.9 


6.1 


8.3 


No Answer 


3.1 


3.7 


5.6 


8. 2 





Table VII 

Occupations of Television Students: 
Distribution by Course Enrollment 
Spring, 1973-74 



/\s thf' tabli- makes evident, the largest single occupational group in all 
c<uirse-; hut that of Family Risk Management is "homemaker." Family Risk Manage- 
nvnt anwi Fr.'ol.ar^d Sketching attracted over twice as many *'prof esslonal** persons 
0\:\n li ! ^H^w»r cotirses. Physical Geography and F^anilly Risk Management en- 

rOl^'i r I- It M 1 V three tiroes as many business executives as the other rourses. 
.'xr;: Sv. will ^t» r^^ralled uHw_»n viewing p re f e rences-- In terms of rirr.i- pt/rlods 

* !iv--irr t ::ar:inf' i. 
'r.!-- \" I I I pr»'^. [\^v ! i . t r I b - 1: i v>n vjf respon.^e to the qnesrlou n^ardin,' 
:-v in r r ^-t*. Lb» laM a-d Sprin;^ r^7<-7'. W >fudunt a-il.- . 
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A'lh.Mu!; ap;M-o,.:i!:uiLi' Iv two la .>very three' students from both semesters indicated 

.-.r -.i- M;,ilv hu-ntno wa^-- in excoss of ?10.000, 62.2 percent from the spring 
.•;.inpK' cho.-kt'd "SlS.noo or more," couipared with 54.4 percent the previous fall. 



/Vnr.ual Family 

T n n r> mp 

L I IL. w MIC 


Fall, 19 73-74 


Spring, 1973-74 


Z 


^/ 

/o 


Und-r $3,000 


6. 1 


3.6 


$3,000 - $5,999 


4. 2 


4.0 


$6,000 - $9,999 


13.4 


9.6 


$10,000 - $14,999 


30.1 


26.5 


$15,000 or more 


36.5 


42.6 


Decline to State 


9.5 


10.0 


No Answer 


.2 


3. 7 



Table VIII 

Television Students 
Distribution of Income 
Fall, 1973-74 6. Spring, 1973-74 



Hours V'o rked 

As indicated in Table IX the number of hours worked per week by the spring 
TV student sample is virtually the same as that for TV studfer.ts the two pre- 
vious semesters. It further confirms the fact that students taking television 
courses are more likely to be unemployed or working full-time. 



Number of Hours Worked 


Spring,, 


1972-73 


Fall, 1973-74 


Spring, 


1973 -74 




% 


% 


None 


33. 


1 


25.9 


.5. 


1 


I - 30 


17. 


7 


17.6 


17. 


2 




49. 




55.4 


51. 


8 


:v- .Answer 






1.1 


5. 


9 



Tab It' IX 

>r Hours '.•■'orked per ''.'eek by TV Stu.lenfs 
-;iri;v,'., 1 972- 7 3 f-.rouKh Spring, 1 973-74 
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Period of Day 

Daytime, I.e., the hours between 8:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m., is the period 
of the day mo«=t often worked by felevision students who are employed. As Table 
X illustrates, this distribution, too, has been consistent over three semesters 
of sampling. 





Spring, 1972-73 


Fall, 1973-74 


Spring, 1973-7A 


Period of Day 


% 


% 


% 


Day (8:00 - 5:00) ! 


59.0 


64.6 


59.7 


Night (5:00 - 1:00) 


U.U 


5.6 


5.4 


Graveyard (1:00-8:00) 


2.5 


2.5 


2.4 


Do Not Work 


31.1 


27.0 


26.9 



Table X 

Television Students 
reriod of Day Most Often Worked 
Spring, 1972-73 through Spring, 1973-74 



Frequency of response in the form, "does not work," is virtually the same 
in both tables IX and X, and strengthens the observation that an increasing 
majority of television students are employed —in some capacity. And, as the 
number of TV students who do not work decreases, those nmong' them identified 
as "housewives" have increased. 



I ^vel of Kducalion 

1. distribution by Course Enrollment 

Table XI shows the arr.ount of education completed by television students 
acrorditm to ttie course in which they were enrolled. Conclusions regarding t he 
dist rihMtion of educational n.chi.-vcment nust be qualified when lookint: at t!n.-e 
O ..f r'„.. .-..ur^e; un<l<r c- .n , i de r.i t i oa , as .i;.able ruinber.. did n-t respond t ! 
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,f , is ;;.:s;il)!t' ic sc^e differences in t;vhicaL ioua I background 

;imong I'ixe :^CudcnLs WMt?:\ i^re upec! in this manner. 



Course 


.•\nthropoiogy 


Freehand 
Sketching 


Phys i ca 1 
Geography 


Family 

U -I ctf 
t\i. a K 

Management 


Sewing 


Al 1 
Courses 


Spring, 1973-7A 


7 


% 


% 


% 


7. 


% 


Below 12th grade 


3.5 


3.4 


.9 


4.1 


5.6 


3.4 


In 12tii Krade 


. 7 


2 . 5 


1 . 9 


Z . 'J 


Z • o 


1 A 


High School grad. 


6.3 


18.3 


7.5 


12.2 


23.6 


12.9 


0-30 units 
comp leted 


37.1 


28. 3 


27.1 


73.5 


59. 7 


36.5 


Over 30 units 


31.5 


23.6 


32. 7 


8. 2 


8. 3 


25.2 


No /\nsv*^er 


20.9 


23.9 


29.9 






20.2 


Totals 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 



Table XI 

Television Students' Level of Education 
Distribution by Course Enrollnvent 
Spring, 1973-74 

2, Final Exam Takers vs. Non-Takers 

Because we were interested in whether a student's past educational experi- 
ence had any bearing upon completion or failure to complete e television course, 
the educational profile of students enrolled in each of the Spring, 1973-74 
television courses was viewed from the standpoint of those who took the final 
examination and those who did not. 

Based upon the response obtained (one in every five students did not answer, 
as Table .XI indicates) from all v^lio took the final exam and all^ who did not, 
t:i>--^ l-'^s ^'cl^u-atlon were less Hkely r^^ romplote their course. Approvi- 

nat^'lv Ih percent of those with no education beyond hi^h school took the final 
ex.un compare<i with 24.4 percent at the same educational level who did not take 
t^e final. 
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Wlu'n vicwi'd I V cviit'^v ijiiroilinent, the same correlation exists— in varying 
iffk^rffs— for all rtmrses hut Sfwlim. Here, the opposite situation exists — and 
sii.irplv so: '-1 tlKWf whd idok the final oxamlnation , 55.3 percent had some edu 
cation lu'vond hiyh srhool. Tlie t-durat ional level of eighty-three percent of 
thoso wh<> dlcl not tako the exam had also progressed beyond high school. 



(loti rs I* 


Below 

12rh 

(irade 


In 

12th 
Grade 


High 
Srhool 
Grad. 


0-30 
Credits 


Beyond 

30 
Credits 


rtO 

Answer 


Totals 




% 


7. 


7. 


7, 


% 


7. 


% 


Anth ropo 1 o^v 
Take rs 


2.6 
7.6 


. 9 


6. 1 
7.6 


36.5 
39.6 


31 . 7 
28. 3 


22.2 
16.9 


100.0 
100.0 


Freehand Ske tch in^; 
Fakt^rs 
Noil- lake rs 


2.7 

^ . ^ 


1. 3 
4.4 


16. 1 
24.4 


29.0 
26. 7 


23. 7 
23.4 


27.2 
16. 7 


100.0 
100.0 


Phys ica I (k*o raphv 
Takers 
Non-Take rs 


1. 2 


8. 7 


6. 1 
13. 1 


29. 3 
21.7 


34.1 
21.7 


29. 3 
34.8 


100.0 
100.0 


ramilv Risk Mv;t. 
Take rs 
Non-Takers 


15.4 


2.8 


13.9 
7. 7 


75.0 
69.2 


8. 3 
7. 7 




iOu.O 
100.0 


Sewing 
Takers 
Non-Takers 


7.9 
2. 9 


5.2 


31.6 
14. 7 


50.0 
70.6 


5.3 
11. 8 




100.0 
100.0 



Table XII 

Tf^l»wiston ^^turi^nts' !,^v^1 of Fciiiratlon 
rakers vs. Non- Takers: l^y Course Enrollment 
Spring, 1 j7i'7U 



K nr^>llnent in On-Campus Course 

v^liether or not a student who is taklni^ a televlston course is als^ eur)tI*Mj 
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were enrolled In a television course onl^: when viewed by Individual course 
enrollment, "non-takers" who were not concurrently enrolled on campus ranged 
from nearly 59 percent (anthropology) to 85.3 (sewing). Table XIII below. 



Category 


Anthropology 


Freehand 
Sketching 


rnys icai 
Geography 


Family 

IVXsK 

Management 


Sewing 


All 
Courses 




Non- Takers 


Non-Takers 


Non- Takers 


Non-Takers 


Non-Takers 


Non-TsJiers 




X 


7. 


7. 


X 


X 


X 


Enrolled In arr 
campus course 


47.2 


30.0 


39.1 


38.5 


U.7 


33.3 


Not enrolled 
in on-carnpus 
course 


58.8 


70.0 


60.9 


61.5 


85.3 


66.7 


Totals 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 



Table XIII 

TV Students Not Taking Final Exam: 
Presence/Absence of On-Campus Enrollment 
Spring, 1973-74 

While students taking the final e>imination were more likely to be enrolled 
in an on-cimpus .:ourse as well, the difference Is not nearly as great as that 
I or students who did not take the e;<an. Table XIV shows that 5 3.4 percent of 
.ill "taker;" were also enrolled on campus— slightly more than half--whe reas only 
a third of the "pon-takers" were. Further, the distribution by Individual course 
.■nrollment sh ^ws that Ir Freehand Sketching, mote students wiio took the final 
were .•nrolled in that ( ourse only; In the sewing class, half the "takers" were 
,.nr<-«lli'd on -arp-js, half were not. 
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■1 '^-^ 


Family 










r ruenanu 




Physical 


i\J S K 




Al 1 


l)t'scr Ipt ion 


Ant hr4>pol,0i;y 






Ooo graphv 


Management 


Sewing 


Course*? 


Takers 


Takerr, 


1 


Takers 


Takers 


Takers 


Takers 








1 




7, 




7, 


Enrolled in cn- 






■ I ' ' 








campus course 


60.4 


39. 3 




68. 1 


66. 7 


50.0 


53. A 


Not enrolled 
















in on- camp us 
















course 


37.8 


59.8 




31. 7 


33. 3 


50.0 


45.6 


No Answer 


1.8 


.9 










1.0 


Totals 


100.0 


100.0 




100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 



Table XIV 

TV Students Taking Final Examination: 
Presence /Absence of On- Camp us Enrol Iment 
Spring, 1973-74 



Current Academtv: Status 

1, Spring;, 19 73-74 Compared With Previous Samples 

In order to further define TV students* academic activity, we asked if they 
wert^ at th** pros^*nt tine full- or part-time students. The response of the Spring, 
1)7^^-7'^ .pli:, wiifii euiapaitru vsith Luobe fruni the two previuui> bciiteb tc , iii<iL~ 
cates that, increasingly, students taking television courses do not consider thero- 

*'!v»'s sT'td^nts — nn :\ full- or part-tir.o ^asis. Of stiHenfs who do, rr>ns f dnrnH 1 y 
fewer art- attrndin^ v\*ni:. i:i i ty c<)lK*^,es; over twice as many indicated th».'V were 
. y ^ > i / iA at > .IrrLru: ;;. ri'i^ a^-. dlr! the previous fall semester. Tab It- XV 

f ol lowing. 
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Academic Status: 


Spring, 
1972-73 


Fall, 

1973-74 


spring, 
1973-74 


TV StudtMils 


X 


X 


X 


Yes : 

High School 


3.0 


1.9 


1.6 


Kxtenslon/TV 


8.2 


4.7 


12.2 






3.9 


3.2 


University 


3.5 


Community College 


52.4 


63.8 


39.0 


Tnlverslty of 
Call fomla 




.8 


1.0 


No 


31.6 


24.5 


39.1 


No Answer 

Totals 


1.4 


.4 


3.9 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 



Table XV 

Academic Status of Television Students 
Spring, 1973 through Spring, 1974 

2. Final Exam Takers Versus Non-T«kers 

In each of the Spring, 1973-74 television courses, one-third (Geography) 
Lm two-thirds (Freehand Sketching) of the students not taking the final examl- 
nul.in h.id no additional educational Involvement. Fifty to eighty percent of 
ill th.ise takiiiK the final in each of the spring courses considered themselves 
^t'uk'ius in ;;nnc - apicitv. In all courses, the majority of exanrtakfrs pre- 
sent Iv in ^chooL wtTe in a communlcy college; in all courses but those of 
I ri'i'iiand, Ski tchiny, ind Sewing, those presently in school who did not take the 
final w,'re coirmunity college students. Interestingly, a larger percentage 

>f ■!oa-t.ik.Ts in Frcfhand Sketching an<i Sewing indicated tleir present status 
IS that of extensinn/iV student. Courses ottered during spring aLtratted more 
~;tu<ients curr'.'nt ly enrolled in four-year institutions than those of anv previous 
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tfementer. Ft^er of chege studentii, however, completed eheif TV couri«t. TAbla 

XVT. 



Aradonn c Stat iis 
SDrlni! TV Students 


Anth ropology 


Freehand 
Sketching 


Physical 
(Geography 


1" 

Family 
Risk' 
Management 


Sewing 


All 

Courses 




7. 


% 


7. 


% 


7. 


Not (lur Tk^n 1 1 y 














En TO lied: 














Takp rs 


2 7.0 


A9 6 


19 5 


19 It 


3A 3 


3A 3 


Non-Takers 


39.5 


66. 7 


3^.8 


A6.1 


58.8 


5A.0 


Current Iv Fnrolled* 














Fvten Sinn /TV 














Takers 


7. 8 


U. 7 


11.0 


11.1 


26.3 


12. 1 


Non-Tako r:; 


11. 3 


11. 1 


13.0 


7. 7 


17. 7 


12.2 
















Take rs 


1 7 


1 3 






? 6 




Non-Takers 


3. 8 


1.1 


- 


7. 7 




1.9 


("*r»rwn i m i t \f Cn 1 1 p oi^ 














Takers 


57.0 


29.9 


60.9 


55.6 


31.6 


A6.0 


Non-Take rs 


35. 9 


10. 0 


3A. 8 


15. A 


lA. 7 


20. 2 


Four-Year 














Institution 














Takers 


3.9 


3.6 


3.7 


2.8 


5.2 


3. 7 


Non-Takers 


3.8 


5. 5 


4. A 


15. A 


5.9 


5.6 


No Answer 














Takers 


2.6 


.9 


A. 9 


11.1 




2.6 


Non-Take rs 


5. 7 


5.6 


13.0 


7. 7 


2.9 


6.1 



4 



Table XVI 

Academic Status of Television Students: 
Takers vs. Non- Takers 
Spring, 197 3-7^ 
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I. Sprlni% 1973-7A Compared With Previous Sample*; 

Evidential of the fart that television courses offered throtigh Coast Com- 
munity Collei^e District are, Increasingly, drawing students with varying academic 
backgrounds and differing educational goals Is the fluctuation apparent in stu- 
dents* reasons for enrolling In a TV course. Spring, 1973-7A marks the first 
Instance in which more than half the students sampled indicated their primary 
motive for taking a course was one other than earning credit toward a degree. 
Table XVII. 



Category 


Spring. 1973 


Fall, 1973 


Spring, 197^ 


X 


X 


X 


High School Credit 


( 


.8 


.9 


Earn Credit Toward 
College Degree 


63.6 


59.9 




Prof essional/Occupat lona 1 
Improvement 


11.6 




15.7 


General Interest 


22.0 


20.6 


33.6 


Other 


1.0 


2.8 


2. A 



Table XVII 

Reasons for Taking TV Course: 
Spring, 1973 through Spring, 1974 

2. Olstr ibur ion by Course Enrollment 

A look at the distribution of this rcspv-.r.-i^- r.jr antriropology and geography 
students shows that the frequencv conforms much more closely to the composite 
ii. ;res showri from earlier samples (Tabic X\'II above) than to that for the other 
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€oy»«» afftred in Sprltigi 1973«'74. Early In this report tmfmtmnQm was iMdt to 
both Freeh«ind Sketching nnd the sewing class as courses less academic In orien- 
tation and focused more on development of skills and talent. In the last few 
pages » various tables have demonstrated that three in every five students en- 
rolled In these two courses were not enrolled In other on-campus courses; 54 
and 46 percent respectively Indicated they considered themselves neither full- 
or part-time students* Further, these differences were exacerbated when viewed 
from the standpoint of students who Look the final examination and those who 
did not. 

Students' icasons for enrolling in television courses, when arranged by 
course enrollment, show that in Freehand Sketching and Sewing, far fewer stu- 
dents indicated earning credit toward a degree as their primary consideration 
for taking the course. Table XVII I below. 



Category 


Anthropology 


Freehand 
Sketching 


Physical 
Geography 


Family 
Risk 
Management 


Sewing 


All 

Coursec 




7. 


X 


X 


X 


X 


X 


High School Credit 


1.8 


.6 






l.A 


1.0 


Earn Cred .t Toward 
College Degree 


62.2 


26. A 


59.8 


36. 7 


31.9 


44.0 


Professional/ 

Occupational 

Advancement 


6. 3 


27.0 


7.5 


16.3 


13.9 


15. 7 


General Interest 


2U. 5 


41.0 


24. 3 


38. 8 


47.2 


33.6 


Other 


1. 7 


1.9 


3. 7 


2.0 


5. 6 


2.4 


No Answer 


3.5 


3.1 


4. 7 


6. 1 




3. 3 



Table XVIII 

Reasons far Taking TV Courses: 
By CiHjfse Ktirollment 
Spring. lf^71-7A 
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>. Tiihil Kx in r.iktTH VrrsuH Non-Takers 



Table XIK illftstfates rhr distribution af reasons for taking m telsvision 
• iUirMf b» twei-n tlv^ i.' wlio ti^ok thv final exam and those whu did not, In each 
of the courses, from 35 to 65 percent of the students who indicated thnt "gen- 
eral Interest*' was prlnwirlly responsible for their enrolloent did not take the 
final exam. Further, the percentage of general interest students in Freehand 
Sketching and Sewing, higher than those in the other courses to begin with, also 
rerlect a much higher percentage of ''non-takers." 



C.ategory 


Anthropology 


Freehand 
Sketching 


Physical 
GeoKraphy 


Family 
Risk 
Management 


Sewing 


All 
Courses 


% 


Z 


X 




X 


X 


High School 
Credit 

Takers 

Non-Takers 


2.7 


.9 






2.6 


1.3 


Earn Credit 
toward College 
Degree 

Takers 

Non-Takers 


5A. 7 


27. 7 
22. 2 


67. 1 
39.1 


36.1 
38.5 


A2.1 
20.6 


A8.2 
32.8 


Professional/ 
Occupat ional 
Advancement 

Takers 

No n -Takers 


3. 8 


31. 3 
17.8 


7. 3 
8.7 


19. A 
7. 7 


18. A 
8.8 


17. A 
11.3 


General Interes q 

Takers 20. 9 
Non-Takers 37. 7 


35. 3 
55.6 


21.9 
3A.8 


36. 1 

A6.2 


31.6 
6A.7 


27.9 
A9.8 


Other ; 

Takers | 1.7 
Nori-Takors 1 1.9 


j 

2.2 
1. 1 


I 

2. A 

8.7 ' 


2.8 


5.3 
5.9 


2.3 
2.8 


No Answer 
Takers 
Non-Takers 


3.9 
1.9 


• 

2.7 
3. 3 


1.2 
8.7 


5. 5 
7. 7 




2.9 
3.3 



Table XIX 
Ki' isons for T.iklu^; TV Courst'S 
TaktTH vs. Non-Taker *j 
:pring, 1973- 74 
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() j Ic tmf us A r 1 1 V 1 L tps 

Nf r ! . * t v»^'V' nti -tu^Nn^-; ^MfTplnr! Indlrritorl that transportation 

wnM iv.iilablf to nitl f r .1 t .iinpit?; i^f t i *wunity l^^.irning center. Students mvtv 
al-^' .i^kiMl If tlh»rr • roa.s^ms wh i • provcntod thv.m fron Attending on-campu« 
r] msfs: ^17 i^f tf^.fn (p.earlv 50 porront) Indioated that thore were. Of this 
i^roup, I , 1^ ^MTi'iJr.t, wcti' h )iisewi vos . While It scorns clear, then, th«at 
* acri* irt* rt *is ris priVt'ntiuw; TV sLuutuits fii^ni nn-i amptis fit t cndanco , lack of 
t ranspo rf ai ioD i ; n«>i amoni: tht'm. 

Vi^sjti n^ «. .inj^^i s_ \ iiljjJjUliL^l:^^^ ^'^ • ^-^^^^^^ 

Wh< 1 isk.'vl i? TV ;;t irU»nrs 1 visit campus as part of their course ox- 

pt^riiMV , .^vv'f '*fu*-th{ rd of ill stu i^'tits sanpleM answered In the affirmative; 
M\ i>M* .; ':m] "> . w-r vr\i saiM y«* <, ( asional ly. Of thr* 271 housewives Idcntl- 
ti'Ml i ri tfi.' -ip'-in.k; simple.', ^0 pc w tnt fv^It IV students should visit a collegi- 
i. an:>u.; . 

N.'-rlv ,til <>! thi- 7) si'idrnts v;h(^ v*oMpl<»tfHl an IrUtTvli-v with us endorsi'd 
iMt ..-'i.-pt .'f ! •M'^sr faciii^. itr. . V- r, whm askf'^I if thcv ihemsrlvus 

» •• .ii. , i.o ^ f * '1 - r. ;u • 'p ; • I - ur • » valuation: rn'ail\ 

!». r ..I .ii' r ' > V Mi-: nt-V' * ii,itia»'.! .n.v « our t . thc^st* who had, over 

»ur::. In- - ; "s'iii'r," an tfi ildition.tl prTrent said **n('cas tonal 1 y . '* 
i - MS ( li I ^ fw< p. r- iht- ^priri;; ^tudi-nt -. inplt' had frirqufnt contact will: 

i ■ c':p^i= : I • i 1 i L at I' r , 
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The overall average of 55 percent who did not contact a course facilitator 

in* Imlt'd proport lim.iti'l y m..ro stiul-iitH not tnking the final c^x.-minatlnn, a;; 
Table XX shows. 



No Contact With 
Course Facilitator 


Anthropo logy 


Freehand 
Sketching 


Physical 
Geography 


Fami ly 
Risk 
Management 


Sewing 


All 
Courses 




X 


/• 


% 


X 


7. 


X 


Students T<iklng 
Final Fxam 


52.2 


51.8 


52.4 


52.8 


15.8 


49.8 


Students Not 
Talcing Final 


66.0 


73. 3 


69.6 


84.6 


52.9 


68. 5 



Table .<X 

Non-c:ontact With Course Facilitator 
Exam Takers vs. Non-Takers 
Spring. 1973-74 

K HS o o f Ac: cess t '■ • Covii Tacl 1 i to to 1 

Students who did contact t\ facilitator for the course In which they were 
enrolled were asked if they encountered any difficulty in the process. More than 
vi^ht in t'very ten stmlt-nts indic;itod it was **very easy'* to 'Wairly" so; an ad- 
ditional U ptrront said it was difficult. Under four percent checked 'Mmpos- 
sihle." Tt)**ri* w<is no apprtuiable diffcrenre hi ease of access to course facili- 
tators beLwiM*n stiuients taking thv final oxanlnatlon and those not taking It. 

Ai l^-udanc t'^ a_t_ O:.- ' t-^PlL"^, udy Sess luns 

A najorltv of sfidtnts in all spring t(!hvisioi\ c^nirses--w ! th the ^-vt-option 

h(^w»-vrr, ab^* ?<Mik tji- final xa^n 1 na t i on . Table XXI following. 
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At tt*ndafu:i* at 
On-CampuH 
Study Session 




Freehand 
Sketching 


Physical 
Geonraphv 


Fanil y 
Risk 


Sewinz 


All 

Courj^es 


18. 3 
7.8 




X 


I 


% 


Takers 
Non-Takers 


J3. 
17-0 


52. A 
8.7 


33.3 


22.7 
5.9 


29.8 
9.4 



Tabic XXI 

Stt'donts U^o Attended Study Sessions 
Takers vs. Non-Takers 
Spring, 1973-7m 



Students wtu> indiratod t hov di^< not: attend tht^se meetings were askod why- Tabl^j 
XXI.I shows ihf di strih-it l^n tho^r response by class. The nunber of students 
who (necked ''otht-r'* is stif i c leutj y lar^e to warrant restructuring of tlic question; 
an alttrnative such as *'did not fee! u udy session was necessary," seems a likely 
:^ne. iJi f Lor-r.c*' - trv ^r^ac •:*noUt;h ..ur )n^ c ours^'s In areas such as student lack 
,,f iwir^Mit s ; ' annus rvv\*'w s<^-visions to suggest the existence of less 





'\\\ i t i v)n . 












N'v.-i v\» f r :^!ar.- 


.\nt : r 1 o i;y 


hi',.: 


I'hys i ca I 
' .•■o/r iphy 


Kami 1 y 
Risk 
Management 


Sewing 


All 

CJonr Kcs 










"/ 






I n<^ nv*']\ i i^nl T i p.- • 


3 7 . 


6. 2 


•'i ") . ' 


18.9 


19.0 


22.4 


Didn't Kp.i'W jf it 


: ''^ . : 


"2. 1 


!0. 9 


A3. 2 


53. 5 


36. 9 


Not Vfr\' Hcl uf 1 1 


' • • V. 




7. 'i 






2.2 


1)1 scont i n'H' i 
Course !^ r i ^ r f o 
Fi rst Sess ion 


6. 2 


6. I 


16. A 


13.5 


8. 6 


8.0 


Oth-r 


5 ") . 


3 3. 9 


2 3.5 


I S. 9 


13.8 


10. 8 


Si? An >w*" 




. 8 









. 3 


1 'Ml. 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100. 0 


100. 0 


100.0 



Table :<XII 

O ■U*as>ns t-r N^mi- At t milanr e at Studv Sessions: 

ERJC Distribution by Course* SprlnR, 1973-74 
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Housewives 

i\'It v;^;i,n -iiuifiits wtio indicatt^.il tlu»lr occupation was that of ''homemaker" 
through tht^ sampling; device of the post-course questionnaire constituted the 
largest sLnjjle occupational grouping: 32.4 percent. Table VII, page 11, re- 
fleets the number of housewives enrolled in each of the spring TV courses. As 
such, the specific characteristics of this sub-group warrant separate exami- 
nation, particularly in view of their potentiality as a logical target for tele- 
vision courses. 

1. Age, N'ioinber of Dependents 

Housewives, when compared to the balance of the sprinp TV student sample, 
are older (their average age is 37.9 years versus 36,9 years for "all other 
students"); twice as likely to have dependents living at home (fifteen percent 
have no dependents, in contrast to thirty percent of the rest of the sample), 
and are mere likely to list larger numbers of dependents. Seventy percent of 
them indicate they have two or more, compared with 48 percent of "all other 
students . " 

2. Work Habits 

Although virtually the same number (two-thirds) from both the housewife 
t^roupin?, and that of all other respondents in the sample indicated their work 
lif^hedules did not varv appreciably, the rt^sponse of the former to questions 
regarding the pririod of day worked the most and the number of hours worked per 
week wcis strikin^I-y different. P'igure 3 following. 







Housewives 
n- 271 



I I No hours 

1- 9 hours 
I I 10-19 hours 
20-29 hours 
30-39 hours 
40-49 hours 
50 or more 
No answer 







All Other Students 
n« 565 



Figure 3 
Work Habits of TV Students: 
Housewives vs. All Other Students 
Spring, 1973-74 



During thf> two previous semesters, more than 80 percent of the housewives 
sampled indicated they did not work. As Figure 3 demonstrates, slightly less 
than half (U^.b percent) of the spring sample do not. Also, one in every ten 
hoiisewlvfs sampled prior to spring said she worked in excess of 50 hours per 
wt'Ck. Sixteen porcent of the spring sample cliC.iked this category. This fact, 
i,uipi.'(! tl:.- d i t r ih tit ion of response in tho areas of 1-40 hours of work 
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per week suggests a lepsening of the tendency to equate work with activities 
outside one's home. 

3. Viewing Preferences: Days of Week, Times of Day 

Figures 4 and 5 compare the preferred viewing times during both the week 
and the day between housewives and all other students. Both groups indicated 
that the days Monday through Thursday are more preferable, but a stronger con- 
centration in the preference of housewives is evident: 66.7 percent versus 
51 percent. 

Differences in the dally routines between housewives and all other stu- 
dents are pointed out in selections of preferred hours for lesson viewing: 
nearly 4»6 percent of housewives' responses are in the "1 p.m. - 4 p.m." cate- 
gory (versus only 18 percent of other students' responses). The combin«»d cate- 
gories of early evening and evening (4-7 p.m. and 7-11 p.m.) received 84 per- 
cent of the "all other students' response ccintrasted with 59 percent of the 
housewives' . 

Another way of comparing the viewing preferences cited by the two groups 
is in terras of the numbers of days and hours chosen: housewives indicated an 
average of 3.3 days preferred for lesson viewing, all other students an aver- 
age of 2.7. Distribution of housewives' response to (categories of) times 
preferred averaged 1.9 categories; 1.4 on the part of all other students. 
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Ci: 



Mon. Tues. Wednes. Thurs. Fri. Sat. Sun. 



Housewives 

All Other Students 



Figure 4 

Preferred Days of Week for Lesson-Viewing: 
Housewives vs. All Other Students 
Spring, 1973-74 
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G am 
8 an) 



8 am 11 am 1 pm 4 pm 
1 1 am 1 pm 4 pm 7 pm 



7 pm 

11 pm 1 am 



1 1 pm 1 am 
' 6 am 



O L»!Uri'-^ haS.-il Oil tr.ultiplf Ti- SlJiMllStS 
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Kijturt' ^ 

-refri-rcd Timt-s of Day for Lesson- Vii-w i n^; : 
Hnus.wiv.'S vs. All 0th. r :;tu.l..nts 
SprioK, 197V74 



30 



A. FHucatlonal Back^round 

Slightly more t!ian one-third (35.8 percent) of the houawlves supled were 
also enrolled In an on-campus course during Spring tenester, 1973-74. This may 
he compared to the 53 percent of all other students who were concurrently en- 
rolled. Conversely, half the housewives sampled stated they do not consider 
themselves students hy any definition and slightly more than one-third (34.3 
percent) of all other students are thus categorized. 

Oistrlbutlon of response to the question concerning the amount of education 
completed shows thnt more housewives, proportionately, have had some college 
experience (63.5 percent versus 60.9 percent) . The concentration of the res- 
ponse, however, is greater in the area of "1 - 30 units completed" for them than 
for all other students in the spring sample: 42.1 percent versus 33.8. 

5. Reason for Enrolling in a TV Course 

Asked what the main reason for enrolling in a television course was, more 
housewives Indicate their primary concern is to earn credits. Table XXIII below. 



Reason for Fir-nUment 
In TV Course 


Housewl ves 


All Other 
Students 




Z 


% 


High School Credit 


. 7 


l.l 


Credit Toward Degree 


49.5 


41 .4 


Professional Advancement 


5.9 


20.3 


Caneral Interest 


41.0 


30. 1 


Other 


2.6 


2.3 


No Answer 


. 3 


4.8 


Tnt.-il--; 


100.0 


100. 0 
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Table XXIII 
Hoasori for Enrollment in TV Course 
Hniiscwivos vs. All nthor Students 
Spring, 1973- 7.; 
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In conducting ani>t!ie7 phase of student course evaluation— the student Inter- 
view*.— wp spi^ki' with 7? TV stiulent^, 21 of whom wore hnuRc%H.ve8. When we asked 
the primary reasons for enrollment In n television course, 63.5 percent-- including 
nil tho housewives sampled — indicated that "convenience" was the determining factor. 
(Thn re?rilts of all student Intorvtews are discussed on pages 86 - 97.) This 
choice was not listed under "reasons for enrolling in a television course" in the 
post-v ruirse questionnaire anc! Is unfortunate, considering the response it drew 
from students Interviewed during the semester. 

6, (Completion Rates 

Although moro than two-thirds of the housewives sampled completed their tele- 
vision course, I.e., took the final examination, they are not as a group quite 
as Hkelv ro finish courses as are all other students. Tl\e latter grouping indi- 
cated a 7S percent completion rate; t at for housewives was 68.3. All but under 
two percent In each grouping answered the question, i.e., "Did you take the final 
examlnatltm for this course?" 

k^ille completion rates and distribution of grades for all students enrolled 
In Spring, 19 7 1- 74, te 1 evi s Ion courses are examined later in this report, it can 
be noted her»' that the percentage of those conposlng the spring TV student sample 
who ••(>np 1 »»te(l their ourst* is t remtu\df>u8 1 y fiipher than that of the TV student 
population itself: 71 percent versus 37.6 There would seem to be, then, a rather 
high vM^rre 1 1 1 i '>n between finishing \ course^ .m*' a disposition to ansv/er a ques- 
tl{)nnairt' ronr..rnine It. 

Sourc-es of I n f o rm.i t U)n About Television T ourses 

When asked how thev first learned of the TV ^ourseCs) in which thev subst^- 
qui'Htiv ••nr-lii!, iUk Spriii^:, PiM-/^, sMidrnt sanplf oi f~( ampus sntir('e^ 

of inf nnr.a t ic>n norr* freq\ientlv. Tliis ri'Sponse cnnfirms thf^ trend noted tht* pre- 
vi(He; fall semester. ^'^glIre h demons t i 1 1 . 
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II on-campus sources 
□ off-campus sources 



* ^Due to multiple answers by 8oni<> respondents, percentages 
exceed 100. 



Figure 6 

Sources of Information About Television Courses 
Spring, 1973 Through Spring, 197A - 



When grouped according to whether the final examination was taken— and pre- 
sumably, the course completed— TV scudent samples for each of the spring courses 
Indicated that a larger percentage of "non-takers" (with the single exception of 

Family Risk Mm i-omont 'Undents) first learned of their course from an off-campus 
source. Table XXIV compares the distribution of their response. 
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Spring, 1973-/4 
Teltjvtsion Courses 


On-r.ampus 
Sources 


Of f -Campus 
Sources 


Combined 
Source^? 


n % 


11 


% 


n 


% 


Anthropology 










230 


100.0 


Exam Takers 


90 


39. I 


140 


60.9 


Non-Takers 


16 


30.8 


JO 


AO 


52 


100.0 


Freehand Sketching 












100.0 


Kxam Takers 


71 


31. 8 


152 


68. 2 


233 


Non-Take I S 


24 


27.3 


C /. 


7 7 7 

1 1 . 1 


88 


100.0 


Physical Geography 








59. 8 


82 




Exam Takers 


33 


i*0. 2 


49 


ICXO 


Non-Takers 


10 


43.5 


13 


56. 5 


L5 


lUU . u 


Family Risk Hinagement 










19 


100.0 


Exam Takers 


13 


68.4 


w 


31. 6 


Non-Takers 


6 


50.0 


6 


50. 0 


12 


100.0 


Sewing 










36 


100.0 


Exam Takers 


11 


30.6 


25 


69.4 


Non-Takers 




13. 3 


26 
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Table XX TV 

Sources of TV Course Information 
Fxarr, Takers vs. Non-Takers 
Spring, 1973-74 



On-Campus Soiirc fs 

Kxanlnntion <'t . n-campus sourc(;s of information shows that both exam takers 
and niMi-takers < it.-.! i rlass scht'dult; c^r hrorhure most often. U'ljc-n grouped bv 
course onrollnont. '•.cvl-'i- r , respr-ns.'s vary sufflciontly to warrant demons t r.u i on 
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.Vs Tnhlo XXVr tank^^s clear, a mailed brocluire was the mAin source of off- 
camp is P. covs'^c : af ornMi ion--- f()r both Lakers ;md non-takers, aUhouRh it was 
cltfd more often thii.se noL taking the final examination. Word-of-mouth con 

<n\ws to be somevh.it eft-C'ctlve (the previuuf. semester found one in every ten 
student*. le iiM'nv' of TV nirses through a f rienci) . 
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T.ibif XXV r 

' ^ f r • '" I'^.nus Sour' I s nt Fn f orrnnf i o-i 
; ; l r i ii ut i f.ii .>t Kt'spoast.' bv (.ourse i u I 'menl 
Sprinv', 1 97 3-7^ 
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To fur»^her assess students' attitudes toward their TV course experiences, 
we askt d of thrm tho follnwinR: wi'., thor their cotjrsc was of direct assistance 
at if.«? time, whether they would recotnmend a TV course to someone else, and whether 
they themselves would enroll in another one. Distribution of their response, 
shown in Tabh- XXVU, Is grouped both bv course enrollment and according to 
whether they tivik tfu final examination. 



Catei'.iiry 


Anthropology 


Freehand 
Sketching 


Physical 
Geography 


Family 
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Manago^ont 
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Courses 
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Students for Whom 
TV Co'iise Provided 
Dlrei't Assistance 














Exam Takers 
Non-Takers 


66. 5 
il. 5 


84.4 
68.9 


52.4 
26.1 


72.2 
30.7 


92.1 
76. 5 


73. 1 
56. 3 


Students Reco:n- 
mending ("ourse to 
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90. !4 
H^. 7 


95. 1 
93. 3 


74.4 
60.9 


86. 1 
69.2 


97.4 
85.3 


90. 2 
85.9 
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Exam Takers 
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87.4 
86.8 


94. f> 
93. 3 


85.4 
73.9 


97.2 
100.0 


94. 7 
88. 2 


90.3 
89. 2 



Table XXVII 

Kusponse : 
Kxam Takers vs. Non-Takers 
Spring, 1973-74 

As t!.c tabl- inliraus, there is little apparrtnt rc- lat ionsh i p bntween wht'thc?r 
student: I i-c ! tlxir course wus ..i dlreit ass istanfi- to them ami their wi I i i tiv-.tu-ss 
h,.th t • enr 'II in anntb.er and to reromnem' VV rourses to si.-npone else. \n all of 
the course:, .is .-n.- ni«hl expert, thi-rc is liigh.-r rorrclntion between studi-nts 
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taking ihe exam and pi-rrpption of Aislstanre from the course In question. His- 
trlbatlon )f r. .s;-.ni .- the ^..-^^r.iphv . ournr stiow,-; t!Mt In .ill throe areas o\ 

Student fVTluat lot\, comparatively fewer Btiidenr«— those taking the final exam 
as well as those not taking lt--cndor3ed the course. 

111. ST"DENT KVALl'ATrON OF Tf-XKVISION COURSES 
This •5e''tion nf rhn r.'port If concerned with student evaluation of television 
courses. Ihf Jata wore obtained through three types A sampling procedures: a 
post-oourso ^..1 -St ionn liri', two forms of a Course Diary, and student interviews 
.conducted nld-wav through the semester. These procedures are described in son.^ 
detail oil i-iRcs :-5 of the report. It sliould be noted here, however, that no.ie 
of those re>ipom!.nt f,voupH a^e mutually exclusive, i.e., an indelermirate number 
of studenrs who returned a post- c-.oursc evaluation also kept a form of the Course 
niar>', and all vho comi-leted a student interview maintained the "A" form of the 
d i.iry . 

«,j j. tris section >>t' tlu' report are enrollment and completion figure;: 
and datu -n vra.!.- d is t r i 1 :t i ons . . -.ese kif.ds of li. f orrhi t ion have been esed in 
rh- p. St ,i r.P.irat i v.- basis between senest.:r!^ .md is a ineasvirenent of sfi louts' 
a.-tu-.ii V :•. i»-v--n.M)ts ii; th- r inrsos under '. .ms ide rat ion . Of addltif^nal sl^nlfl- 
r.iv. -■ till- s.-'..-N r ttu- studi'Ut .-viluiii-.n 5)roress tor whi-.-h the anthropol o:' v 
,,:,.nr,c -.ervo: • la- r. !. : M •• ,• . r . J. p.. it .'.er. . na t ^at -iS t!>at there is . 

siiu;: irar.- mm r.r ■',,avf..r, botr, the v; i th^i r av 1 1 ri'.' and t ..e d Lst r Ibut ion t 
grades * n-.nd ,11 .r,)'.., wlii.'n part I • ipated in sone f-rmof student pv,iluaM-n 

<!• rln« ' ;en.-'Ler .n ! t 'los. r, t the r >n' ro l fc',r"up. 

I'o'-t Coursf -^tj'di-ril^ : va 1 'lat uui 

I ■..,!..;;t s w'a.' w<T.- .-uroll-d in t t^- live i. 1 v i s i ..>n > our:;es duriuK Spi ,v,, 
)-■'., wer.- r-iiil.l a post- >'on rse ques t i onna i re . Kii;!ir liundrt-d thirtv six. or 
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25.9 perotnl, of tht* 1,120 enrotlrrs retumer! the* form. Table XXVIIT shows the 
response .i'- cord hip; to ' otirse enrol Irnerit and thosi« taking or falling to take the 
final exam. 





Ant!iropo ' ogy 


Freehand 
Sketching 


Physical 
Geography 


Family 
Risk 
Management 


Sewing 


All 

Cour.ses 




283 


n A 


107 


49 


72 


836 


rot.il fiotirsf 
Knro 1 Irnent 


26. 9 


32.8 


ir,. 5 


20.1 


24.8 


25.9 


No. of StLiderUs 
Taking Final 
Kxam 


230 




82 


36 


38 


610 


\\^. of Students 
Not Taking Final 
Kx.im 


53 


90 


23 


13 


34 


213 


No Answer 


3 


8 


2 






13 



Table XXVIII 

Tost -Course Kvaluat ic)n Student Sample 
i)istribtit ion by Course Enrollment 
Kxam Takers vj; . Non-Takers 
Soring, 1973-74 



i'Jiif s»u*ti(>n '>f the p<'St-t'(>urst* evaluatl'.ni form requested students to rank 
variiHjs aspei^ts ot Lhf course on the following scale: (1) bad, (2) poor, (3) 
adt-quatt*, C • ♦ ) vcr>' >!<^<Ki, (S> excellent. And, because a stu leiit who compl etes 
h i ^, cciirsc ''taktjs t ^u' final examination) ten^'ls to as.^esr. his experience soru'- 
what '! i f t"cr*MU I V , I 1 r*. p^^'^^^ts w»'re grouped according to whetlur or ncU the 
final WIS f ak*nu ^-^^rin scort*s werr thtMi calculated from the rank distribution 
ov bot!i .T^wips .\i\d art' [)resentud on a comparative basis for each ct^urse. 
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BEST c&ry :• 



I . AlU hropo U)y,y 



lil (>iit fill*' ol tiK' variaMcs, the response of students vho took tho final 
i'xanin.i t loll h>r fhis rouisi rfsnlifd in hlKiH-r mean scores than that of students 
wli'> dhl iiot. The sin>', Ir t xct^pt ion was that In which "non-takors" assigned a 
liivJur r-mkii]^* ft» " IV I.t 'ii./' rh.m did r.tnleiit.s wlio took the final. 
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Tahlu XXIX 

Mc.in Scores 
Ant liropo 1 (i>^v l^)^. t -(!(Mirsi' I'.va I uat ion 
Sprini', 1973-74 
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2. Freehand Sketching 

Tabh^ XXX rompares tho raiikin>; of course components bv those taking the 
final exam and th;^se who did not. It will be noticed that* as was the case 
with tht' anthropolov;y student sample, non-t ikers in Freehand Sketching assigned 
the only hi^h ranking to *'TV Lessons/^ 
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A. 10 
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A. 05 
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TV L.essons 


A. 36 


A. A2 


A. 38 
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Pace of TV Lessons 


3. 68 


3. AO 


3.61 
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Schedule of TV Broadcasts 


A. 25 


3. 78 


A. 12 
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Quality of rv Reception 


A. 05 


A. 03 


A. 05 


1 1. 
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presi-ntcd in lesson 


A. A2 


A. 16 


A. 35 
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A. 35 


A. 07 


A. 27 
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3. 9A 


3. 51 


3.87 
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0 ve r a 1 1 Ac ad en i c Quality 


A. 37 
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A. 31 
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to otht^rs taken 


A. 31 
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Scale; fl) h^id, (2) poor, (3) adequate, (A) very good, (5) exc-ellent 



Table ;<XX 

Mf;an Scores 
t'r.'ehand SkeL'-fiii^, Post-Course F.valuation 
Spilng, 1973-7A 
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I. I'livsical (U»()graphy 

lMivsi*.il (.\Mn;raphv was t lu» only spring', television cciirsn to Iiavc hvvw offrrtnl 
during; a prrviiuis semester. Table XXXI compares tlie mean scores where availal^le 
from [>i>t:; t hr Spring;. 197:1-73 and 1971-7/4 geo^rapJiy student r;nmplr's. Kxam takors 
* ron 'mM^: •"..•:;!rrs ranked tlie maj(^ri(v of t tu- coiirsf' > omponcnr Ih'tImt than did 
lUoiU o. ' * iKinr. tho final. Wlion the bidiavit^r of ear li si-t rxani takers is con- 

f ^' ' I rom tlu' latter sample y,:v/c r-i^d't of thi* twclvr variables ava i 1 - 
^d)lt' lif :ri'(Mi a hi>dicr rankirn'.. Half of those comp(Mu?nt recelvcul a lower 

those not taking' the exam in Spring, 1973-7^. Non-takers fr(Mii belli 
•'^■iJnples i i/jitJ tb.e same mean scores to t lie content and schedii I i n>'> ov exams; 
tlie ditfertMUf in rank i nv:, these two components, l»owever, is ;',rr.itor hetwis-n t.tkfrs 
and non -ta'^er. in .Mi inv,, l*i7<-/^4 ttian lo'twi'tai tluis.* in i ]u |M'. vions 'lai'if*!! . 

rail, ^ -eo^'j ,!ptr.' M-ceivefl a !:li)'[itlv nier*' lavorablr re. ponse tlir StMS)nd 
time it was otttr«d. M^ai) .cores in an is suili as tlie Inaction «>l the c«)ursf 
lat'ilitatoi and ^ i:e ctMiipari^-on lor Ceo^»rapliv with other <'ourstss t akiai indiiat*- 
that problens or* s«-nt In S[)rin:.',, 1972-73 were still thc^re in Spria>:, 1^)7 )-7^^. 
Perhaps most significant is the fait that anv .^naly^;ts of post «Mi rse sLudtnt 
response to the coiirst — hi)th t iiiK' it was i>f r err<l- -n(a iirs who 1 1 within tho r anc,o 
of the value of " }" (ad»'(|ua(y) only. 

Tab 1 e XXX i I i^ \ lows : 
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able XXXI 



•si <'a I f Geography Fost^C on ; si 



19 7;- 7 1 



Kva 1 uat lor. 
Spring. 1973-74 



St.;:,ri' L.i'ri;i.; t iinil .xar.i n.U i<<n r.iiu i>d rwi- 1. h i r-ts -t iUc .our so v.iri- 
,t :ii^!,er U'V. 1 Ih.m dii! studuiils i>..t laki:-', Liu- final t-xamiuat ion. ''•■i- 
■.• .uT i V i !■.,; liK (liKti.'r ranking; hv n>.n-t.akrrs tor t wr- aspt.-( t of the course 

. i- t .t u\: ibl*-. !:■- ru an '.rcrf nt . . ') as^i^-.iu-d t" lh«' i nformat 
1,, I • , •. .. fi i!it it'^r i-^ Sas.Ml on t hr r'-sponse .'f two {)t_'opU-, b-o; !i 

of wh, r. !ouiul th- facilitator oaLV to oontaot. ilu' rutnaindtT of those s.ar.plrd 
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Slewing 

NiMrlv oni— f'Hirtn of tho course aspects were *i8slgned a higher rankinr, by 
stiui< .rs who Aid not tako the final examination. A mean score of ^.12 f(^r *'cx.hmvs'' 
. If rl. r tt't tfif mli!-f-omi oxanination aTul «np,s',estR that vhaf.vor thf» H i t f" i - 

•.I': . ;v -iiM '1 \>\ non-taKrrs, thov won- to fvaluito this tc^t . 

1 • i.'UC ^'roD its sohedulin^ anil yraJink: aspects, both of which reooivi-l a 
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: ihi xxxii I 

'■'(•an Si.nrcs 
'fv,'i(r»' !'o^;t -'.(iurs«' Fval u.'il inn 
Spring, 1973-74 



?Kn-t iVvT:. sinpN.-! ! r.' t'u s(wi:n: .is wt: I 1 non-t;ik(>rs from all 

w'lasst-i (Mit <t'i-.:rMpiiv» , as^- i -^i tin •.Mrii.Ur "TV I.i'.isun'* \ iil;liur ranklriK than 
di(i th*-. v'l- tht' \\n\] rx I u'lat Tlir »)tOv lixpl .mat f (ni at hand Is at 

hi'sr f • i t i vr' . sf.-^ri'.i); i'T'^^ r^-niarks pro^forrd bv ant hr<>n(»l o^^v studcMitr* onlv, 

; • ; ' ■ ■■ ., . i : . t • : i ^ t -im 1 1 i • i . i? : . ni . So^n^^ * ^ f t.!u' .m t !n'« i ^ !i< !^ ; t ■ 

r* .vt : \* ' !b i ' !»ssv*rv^ to havt vtiat coiiUl bo torrunl a hu:\i '\-U.:-t -^t 
tilt T." V .i wi» ]• MVtci t. i r srpi'what d t St ra ' t In^. 

^'i-ur:>«.' ; itv ( ^ t r::is A .ttul B) 

:t • . int»Tr>t in>: to wolf tliaf, asked if they maintained a Course Diary 
Juritvc t:u -eru'st-;r, 2 3 [^''^^'^nt of all stiidi*nts samnliMl throii>:h lh»' pos t -coin .i• 
qut^s t i . -f^M i r-^ {:v!iv at^'d t h^v hav!. U'.u i; . or^p ired with the- number of stud^^nt ' v;Iki 

; f kcop >ne or thi* oDwr forrr. ol tht rliary, thi.v response cnn only t 
toHM**! viKilv inaorurito. And, sir^-e all ques t tcnna i res were returned on an 
anonv:n >tis ^, om* ( an o:\\y s;iii;ulaLi* on thi* reasons pr.n, tlnK a respoas'* : 

iponns » -it - r.t f irtual fi"'irrs T-^m* Tab' I). 

Statloi't- lid p«i;r^.tain oiu* or th*' ot h -i torm of • 'om se Piary r mkt 

varioris -'^r-o ^ >r;poiU':U ^ on a U- - son- v v- ! rs" r^.: tvisis. m-ny of th.' sape 

varlahlv. wrr-- iU - rankod ^^v tin p t -0( i;rs. student sample on an overall basis, 
we havo n-.:^ar»l thosr responses i i: ^rd'^r fo ii anv si/nlfioant difference's 

existed. 

Additiaial ;)iirp- st-s i.) wh i r !i data v^atl^ered from (.ourst- Uiari^'s havt* bf*'n 
put ar" d»'S.- r i -o- ♦ llows: 

L»- oo>:\ \n a 1 V ! . 

As a ri^-an-i of i ifntifvin^ those lessons within each courst^ under (V)nsi- 
derati'u: vni :i '-rr*- r\ted subs t atU i i ! 1 y ahov»' and bolow aVfriKo bv t ho students 

*Titlrs .SI 'M l-sson AV'' /ivi-n in ful^ in Appt-ndici'S 11 throuk.h I. 
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keopin^^ loursc Dlarle*;, a criterion level was established for each of the ten 
evalu.it ion criterion. The Interval was net as one standard deviation above and 
lu'iow i\\v moan (lutrse ovaluarlon score for that criterion. Alt lci?55on evaluation 
s(\m»js falling outside that interval are considered to be sufficiently better 

worse than avorape sci^re to warrant attention. Instances of lesson 

tvaluations whirh tall outride tlu- esrablisiied criterion levels ate discussed 
mI 'tikC -viLh cat li i.ourse presentation. 

When con!)in{nK several criteria to fom nore general evaluation scales, tfie 
mi ai>. i-i.'ores ti^^ eai li criterior. were added together. The standard deviation for 
thf result inR ai:^', r^»£;a t e sca le is alculatc.d by sunminp the variances of each cri- 
t»vrion in^ hidod in th*^ scale and tin a taking the square root of the sum. We de- 
si^ru'd f.vvv ( ate,;orifs cf t!i i s type: on** which c(>ntains aspects of the lessi>n 
itself ''TV Lt-sson Criteria) and onv which includes mati^rials supplementing; th* 

lesNon (K».-a<.I i Hi; < rlt-ria). :)ata obtained frun this procedure are oresenri^i In r-^hlH*^ 
L anc* 1,1: ''TV 1..*ss(Mi ('omponent s : C;.)ntent, Sco[)e i» Flala^ce, Faff, Overall Ac a~ 
di»ni. '^ualitv; J'hvsi'al ^-eo^raphy, Freetiand Skftchin^', Anthropo b^pv ; Sprint, 
197J-74/' (p:\^v /8) lad "Keadinr. C.>mponer.t s : Fext Syllahus; Phvsical ('t-ogra- 
phy, f-Vffhand ^ki-trfiin^. Ant hropo lo^v^' ; Spring, 19"V74,'* (pa^e 79). 

StM'liMit. vh» k.-j)t t'" i'^rr. )r iht- ^.nirs*- iJiarv furninhiMl the foll nvin^ 

int orT.if i.K; wh.it niv hi- ifmed ! \' sttidcnf soi>- v i i !u-haviur;" ti^^- 

riar.<-, Mv, tiru*, 'hannL'l, and h_M iti(Ui v^f li'ssoa b»'inj! ^•valuatt-d. If tli^ 

I.'Sm'O wi, \-i"Vi-'! \ sf- (>ri:l tini", tj\t- -^arnr i n t ■ ^ r 'ia t i (.a^ was uhtaiiuul. The.s^* d.:ta 
ire' prt's»"Ufd t'r caih '*ours. and, rrl'h.'tinK t'nev d* « sludt-ru 1 rs snn- v i i :u' 

".ifi :] ^itiM'r«d «p st'id^'Ht vi^'vii\/ p rtti' nance s (bv day^^ (^f t:hf wt-i-k and t i"^. s 
'iur i t ru- 1 iv ) , 
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!• Physical Guography 

l.iblo XXXIV shows ihf^ mean scurv.s asstRned to those course components asked 
aS ut In the Courst* Diary, as well as those — where present— trom the post-rourse 
♦ valuation sanpl*.'. Roth trxt and syllabus were assigned a slightly lower rating 
V those keeping the Course Diary; the balance of course variables available for 
'omparifion, with the exception of that for ''Visiting Experts and Guests," are 
ranked higher by diary keepers. With regard tol\ . Experts and Guests ...V nvost 
of the geoRraphy students sampled In the post-course evaluation indicated this 
aspect of the course was "not used or observed/' while lesson analysis revealed 
that the size of response from Course Diary keepers fell sharply for this vari- 
able In all lessons except numbers 5, 8» 14, 18» 24» 28» and 37. 
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3. 71 
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An thv pn vhntH t/ible iiiiiMtr iti'H, the most striking sxaftples of Unuon 

' Mr,;i(i^ til - 't »:liv.hoc! rrltorlon rangp are: 



t V i ! M.lf ' * 



UatfJ iN'ivii toiitly hj^rj) 

I.ossiMi N*>. *> : The '>ti iklnp Tarth** 

!. . N>. h: 'l.iultiuk; and Folding'' 

. . , . M ! . : ai.tT inK of Hocks" 

I i- Ni , "l.aUMU hner^^y of ttie Atmosphere'* 

Ii\s.s«tn ^7: "Soil Formation I' recesses" 



Rated .ens islent Iv low 



I/ssoii No. W*: ''Eros lon~I. eve Unp bv Gravity" 

Lossot\ N.>, 22: "Solar Energy and the Earth's Response" 

lessons In which thrue or raore variabUs fell below tlie established cri- 



terion ranK;e ^re 



Lesson 2 3 



I.fss{jn No , 2 7 



Le*;son Nt). 3- 



l.esson N'(^. H 



Li'sson No. 41 



"The Air We Breathe" 
"Clouds: Sign Vasts Aloft" 
"r*at as trophic W(sith» r" 

"Cllraatlt: iVittem-- of Ihv Low Altitud^js" 
"Middle and Higii Latitudes CliTnatir Patterns' 
">La)or Vegetati'iu I'lMerns of the Biosphere" 



Th.- froqtionoy with which ranking of co'irse variables, when considered In 
tenns of the ^virse overall, fell outside the established criterion levels is 
demonstrate.! in Table XXVI along with their "high - low" distribution. 
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17.9 


85. 7 


U. 3 


I) 


Rating of ^ :^ i > Lrs^- ; onpi'-tv! Witf^ 
Otht^rs in r. ur^o 


25.6 


60.0 


AO.O 




Ovt'rili .*.' .idi't'.i . .ri'. ^" m> l.».-ssijn 


j 30.8 


66. 7 


33. 3 



IlMr XXXVl 

iN'Sc r i pt ion : 
KrMqM**n • V of « V i'ur t*:\re < Hit s 1 de fir 1 1 ^»r i on LeVi* I 



Ihi* t'vaiu 'f ' s.al»»s, "T\' I »'ss> t « rit*'r(a*' and *'Keadi:i^^ Critt'ria," f -r 
rhvsii'i! i:r arHv ire presisnttd in Tables I, and I.I in ( nn j unr t i (ui witl^ thosi* 
for the ^thf.T . Mirsi's und^-r >ns i df la t i on . 
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Days of 


Week 






Times of Day 




Mon. 


lue. 1 


Wed. 


Thurs . 


Fri. 


Sat. 


Sun. 


A.M. 


P.M. 


Eve. 




X 




X 


X 


t 


X 


X 


% 


X 


X 


Actual Viewing 
Behavior 
(Course Diary) 


2A. 9 


1 

I 

i 

o 

. 8 


18. 7 


.A 


16.1 


. 2 


36. 2 


9.3 


64.0 


22.9 


Viewing 

Prcfcrcnccn 








i 












(Post-Course 
Evalua t Ion) 


19. A 


18.7 


15. 1 


15. 8 






14.4 


41.9 


6.8 


SI. 3 



Table XXXVIII 

Distribution of Response 
Viewing Behavior vs. Viewing Prttferences 
Geography , Spring , 1 973- 



The nunber of Tuesday, Thurjiday. and Saturday viewings shown in the distri- 
bution ot student lesson-viewing (Table XXXVII) were shown to be anv^ng those which 
occurred at campus n.'dla centers. All other vlewlngs, with virtually no exceptions, 
took place In students' own homes. Approximately 6. A percent of the time, Pliysical 
i.;eojfc:r iphy was n v)o VvAHvi, ('hannel 7; 87 percent on KOCK. 



Ki tefianu Sketch Ing 

1- XX.XI\ pr♦^-»i•^ts tlu- mt-.m sci^ri s 'issiv;ned by CcMirse Diary keeperr* to vari- 
ous . i>ur <'nip MU'wt ^ , as well as t hos r»--whe re p re^;el t-- f rom tt;e post-cours»- t*valu- 
.iti^ui s.unplf. All variaMe.; ivailatilr for comparison Wt^ri/ assi^ni'd i higher nu-.m 
si^>r»- hv la' -( nursv ^valuators. Witii regard to ''Visiting Kxperts and (ith-sts/* 

n*»st of thi'Sf St i'- ills i;;dirat*'d tfu-> aspo' t of thr c»)urse was *'Ni>t Tsed Oh- 
».'rv»*l/' w'li!'' ' .)iirv stuMi^nts left f h» sp,i( hlarik ♦•:<( t-pt for lessens 1\ 

, A» l«s.Mi in^ilvsis ff.^r Fti^^hand Skit hin^ sinews {lable XI., pp, ^8-^9 )^ 
iht- .* tw^ viT- issi^t^t-1 :f»f .in s««»r^'S ot m . 08 and ^.00 r t»spec t i ve 1 y . 
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Course Diary 
Fvaluation 


Posc-Course 
Evaluation 






If 




a) 


Content of TV Presentation 


! 

4.17 




b) 


Pace of TV Presentation 


3.59 


3.61 


c) 


Relevance of TV Presentation 

to Cour:^c 


4. 32 




d) 


Text 


4.03 


4.37 


e) 


Sy 1 lab lis 


4.08 


4.25 


f) 


Technical Quality of TV 
Presentation 


3.88 




g) 


Scope and Balance of Information 
Presented in TV Lesson 


4.03 


4.35 


h) 


VlsiLlng Experts and Guests in 
TV Presentation 


1.57 


3.87 


I) 


Rating of Lesson Compared With 
Otht-rs In Course 


4.01 




n 


Over ill Academic Quality .^f Lesson 


4.00 


4.31 




\v: M) \>.iQ\, d"^ poor, (3) adequate, 


(4) very good, 


(5) excellent 



Table XXXrX 

i'omp.iri s«M^ ot (lourse Diary Kvaluati^Mis 
and Pos t- Course Student Evaluat ions 
Freehand Sketching 
SprinK» 1971-74 
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Freehand Sketching 
Lessor. Evaluation 
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Nutnht' r 
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Presentation 
to Course 
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Syllabus 
Readings 
for Course 
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4.12 


4.14 
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07 
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06 
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3. 85 + 
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4.13 
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40 


28 


16 
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5. 87 + 
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4.36 4 
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14 
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j. 82 - 
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70 - 


i<) 
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4.24 -f 
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]. 


(^7 - 



4. 00 - 4. 



3. 36 - 3. h2 



12 



52 i 3.83 - 4.2 3 



1 



3 . ^< .> - 
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Ratlns of 










Scope & Bal. 


Visltlns 


Lesson 


Overall 


Lesson 
Number 


Sample 

Number 


Technical 
Quality of TV 
Presentation 


of Info. 
Presented 
in TV Lesson 


ExDfirts & 
f!^lA8^fl In 
TV Pr ftfiftntr^t: Ion 


CofliDarcd w/ 
Othc 

In rkjurse 


Acadeniic 
OuaII tv 
of L^flBon 






X 


Ic 


'v 






1 


14 


4.07 + 


4.23 + 


0.00 


4.43 + 


4.08 


2 


17 


4.06 + 


4. 19 + 


0.00 


3.82 - 


3.94 


3 


29 


4.14 + 


4.11 


0.00 


4.19 


4.31 + 


U 


26 


4.04 i 4.16 


0.00 


4.21 + 


4.19 + 


5 


32 


3.91 » 3.97 


0.00 


3.90 


4.00 


6 


32 


3.75 


3.90 


0.00 


3.82 - 


3.90 


7 


38 


4.05 


3.97 


1.50 


4.27 + 


4.19 + 


8 


38 


4.00 


4.05 


2.00 


4. 30 + 


4.14 


9 


35 


3.71 - 


4.11 


0.00 


3.71 - 


3.97 


10 


32 


3.91 


1 4.25 + 


0.00 


4.06 


4. 16 


11 


33 


4.03 


! 4.03 


0.00 


3.87 


4.03 


12 


35 


! 3.91 


\ 4. 24 + 


0.00 


4. 23 + 


4.15 


13 


38 


: 3.97 


1 4.19 + 


0.00 


3.97 


4.16 


14 


34 


! 3. 79 


4. 18 
3.81 - 


0.00 


3.91 


4.06 


15 


35 


! 3. 78 


0.00 


3.94 


4.00 


16 


29 


1 3.93 


3.93 


0.00 


4.11 


4.21 + 


17 


26 


3. 76 


3.74- 
: 4.09 


0.00 


3.83 


3.83 - 


18 


23 


3. 73 


0.00 


4.05 


4.14 


19 


, 26 


3.96 


4.04 


0.00 


3. 92 


3. 96 


20 


25 


3. 92 


4.08 


0.00 


3.92 


4.00 


21 


26 


4.00 


4.16 


4.08 + 


4. 15 


3. 96 


22 


20 


3.60 - 


' 4.00 


0.00 


4.00 


3.79 - 


23 


26 


3. 76 


3.88 


3.00 + 


4.00 


3.71 - 


24 


26 


3.58 - 


1 3.88 


5.00 + 


3.81 - 


3.68 - 


25 


27 


4.00 


4.04 


1.00 


3.80 - 


3.85 


26 


20 


3.90 


4.00 


1.00 


3.89 


3.84 


27 


15 


4.13 + 


4. 00 


0.00 


4.14 


3. 93 


28 


16 


3.81 


3. 93 


2.00 


4.06 


4. 07 


29 


17 


: 3.47 - 


3.65 - 


4.00 + 


3.75 - 


3.76 - 


30 1 


22 


1 3.91 


4. 05 


4.29 + 


4.29 + 


4.20 + 


Criterion Range' 


3. 72 - 4.05 


1 3. 88 - 4. 18 


0.64 - 2.50 


3.f3 - 4.20 


3.84 - 4.17 



Table XL 

Mer.n Scores 
Lesson Analysis: Freehand Sketching 
Spring, 1973-74 
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As the preceding table illu8tratee» only one lesson was rated consistently 
high and one consistently low: No. 1, "Drawing as an Undeveloped Resource/' and 
No. 21, "Touchstones* Research and Appreclaf'on," respectively. 

Lessons in which three or more variables were rated above the established 
criterion range are: 

Lesson No. 2: "Elenents of Drawing" 

Lesson No. 3: "Alignaent" 

Lesson No. 4: "Shading as Darknees" 

Lesson No. 30: "Utilisation" 

Lessons in which three or more variables fell below the established criterion 
range are: 

Lesson No. 9: "Six Levels of Drawing" 
Lesson No. 15: "Vertical and Perpendicular" 
Lesson No. 23: "Shading and Shadows" 
Lesson No. 24: "Looking Up" 

The frequency with which ranking of course variables, when considered in terms 
of the course overall, fell outside the established criterion levels is demonstrated 
in Table XLI along with their "high - low" distribution. 
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Category 


Frequency of 
Occurence OutsldJ 
Criterion Level 


Above 
Criterion 
Level 


Below 
Criterion 
Level 






X 


X 


X 


9 / 


LOfiuenu 01 rre0€nCACion 


30. 0 


55.6 


44.4 


b) 


Pace of TV Presentation 


26. 7 


37.5 


62.5 


c) 


Relevance of TV Praaentatlon 

to Course 


30. 0 


55.6 


44.4 


d) 


Text Readings for Lesson 


23. 3 


\ 57.1 


42.9 




syLLHTius Keadings 


13.3 


i 

i 25.0 , 


75.0 


f) 


Technical Quality of TV 
r resent ac ion 


2b. 7 


50.0 


50.0 


g) 


Scope and Balance of Infomatlon 
Presented In TV Lesson 


26. 7 


1 

1 

1 

62.5 


37.5 


h) 


Visiting Experts and Guests in 
TV Presentation 


16. 7 


100.0 




i) 


Rating of this Lesson Compared With 
Others In Course 


AO.O 


50.0 


50.0 


j) 


Overall Academic Quality of Lesson 


33. 3 


50.0 


50.0 



Table XLI 

Description: 
Frequency of Occurence Outside Criterion Level 
Freehand Sketch ing 
Spring, 1973-7A 

The evaluation scales, "TV Lesson Criteria" and ''Reading Criteria," for Free- 
hand Sketching are presented in Tables L and IJ, in conjunction with those for 
the other courses under conside*^at ion. 
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Days 


of Week 






Times of Day 




Mon. 


Tuu. 


Wed. 


Thurs. 


Frl. 


Sat. 


Sun. 


1 

[ A« M« 


P.M. 


Eve. 




% 


% 


7. 


% 


X 


7. 


X 


! % 


X 


Z 


Actual Viewing 
Behavior 
(Course Diary) 


28.3 


11. 3 


19.5 


16. A 




12.5 


1 

mm 




* 

79.8 


16.7 


Viewing 

Preferences 
(Post-Course 
Evaluation) 


17.7 


21.9 


, 19. 7i 20.3 

L .1 . ^ 


6.8 


8.1 


,5.5 , 26.8 

)._ _ .J. - 


** 

51. A 


i 
1 
1 

21.8 



♦Concentrated between 3:00 - 6:00 p.m. 
**62 percent of this response is concentrated in the area of A:00 p.m. and after. 



Table XLIII 

Distribution of Response 
Viewing Behavior vs. Viewing Preferences 
Freehand Sketching, Spring, 1973-7A 



Virtually all Freehand Sketching students sampled through the Course Diary 
viewed their lessons at home; only in isolated instances did they use campus media 
centers ' fac ill ties . 

As Table XLIT indicates, some portion of the student sample found It neces- 
sary to view lessons a second time. This information reflects students' concern 
(discussed in the ^'Student Interviews" section of trie report) with the rapidity 
i)f losson pace. Many said they solved this problem, in effect, by watching the 
lessons again. There is no correlation between those lessons which contained as- 
pects ranked either above or below established criterion levels ( p, 61) and sizable 
numbers of rovorded second viewlngs. 



3. Anthropo logy ((Uairse Diary rorms A and B) 

Hi.' ;r..»-iir* :>v whi !. iV >tud»nt samplfi; we rr nbi^iini'd {or tlu'si- two forms 
v)t Coiirsu lJiar%* i.- va I na t i on is discussed on pp. 3-5 o^f the report. Figure 7, page 47, 
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Illustrates the sources of information for each of the course variables which 
anthropi)logy students were asked to rank. 

Not onlv have additional data been provided for this course (through the 
device of the Course Diary "B" form) » but the evaluation procedure was as well 
the basis for a study, the results of which are discussed in the section, "iV 
Course Completion Rates and Grade Distribution." 

Table XL IV shows the mean scores assigned to those course components Inquired 
after in Soth forms of the Course Diary, as well as those— where present — from 
the post-iDurse evaluation sample. In all aspects of measurement to which both 
forms of the diary were iddressed, a higher ranking was assigned by those main- 
taining the "B'* form of the diary* In those areas fur which there is a response 
from the pvst-cnurse student sample, the mean scores are higher than those as- 
signed by the "b'' form diary keepers. 
Table XL IV follows: 
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Category 


Course Diary 
"A*' Fona 


Course Diary 
"B" Fom 


Post-Course 
Evaluation 




If 


Tf 




Content of TV Presentation 


3.9A 




- 


Pace of TV Presentation 


3.80 


4.00 


4.03 


Relevance of TV Presentation 
to Course 


3.94 


4.25 


- 


Text Readings 


3.81 


4.07 


4.23 


DyiiaDUS Keaaings 




4.27 


4. 36 


Technical Quality of TV 
r res en u a u ion 


4.00 


4.09 




Scope and Balance of Inforroatlon 
rresenccQ m iv wesson 


3. 88 


4.02 


4. 13 


Amount of Information Presented 
in Lesson 




3.98 




Organization of Ideas Presented 

In 1 ABB n 

in Lesson 


mm 


4. 11 




Visiting Experts and Guests In 
TV Lesson 


3.90 


4.14 


4.22 


Rating of this Lesson Compared 
With Others in Course 


3. 79 


4.03 




Overall Academic Quality of 
Lesson 


3.91 


4.03 


4.23 



Scale: (1) bad, (2) poor, (3) adequate, (4) very Rood, (5) excellent 



Table XLIV 

Comparison of Course Components: 
Course Diary Forms A and B, Post-Course Evaluation 
Anthropology, Spring, 1973-74 
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Figure 8 

h'ources o f Info rmat ion : 
Kval uat Ion Pru^:odurcs 
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in TV Lesson! TV Presentation 



Rating of 
Lesson 
Compared w/ 
Others 
in Course 



Overall 
Academic 

Quality 
of Lesson 



> 



2h 



5. 70^ 























- 3 No 


response 












00 






29 




h 


M 




4. 


12 


T 


s 








7 


30 


4. 18 


3. 


83 










3. 


83 




8 


31 




4. 


07 




J • 






3 . 


90 




9 


\2 


4. 19 




09 


"r 


T 
3 • 


D O 




4 . 


10 




10 


M 


A . 2 7 


3. 


94 




1 

J . 


Ql 




3. 


97 


i 


1 1 






3. 


84 






1 n 




3. 


T 1 

71 




12 


n 


4 . 1 '5 


4. 


27 




A 

«♦ . 


A 1 






0 c 
I J 




n 


28 




3. 


93 




/ 


^ o 




'I 






14 




J . TO 


3. 


81 




/A 

• 






3. 


62 




1 c 

I J 






3. 


80 




3. 


65 




3. 


62 




16 


23 


3.91 


3. 


78 




3. 


45 




3. 


70 


1 


17 


21 


4. 15 


♦ , 


00 




3. 


76 




3. 


91 




18 


21 


4.10 




71 




3. 


65 




3. 


62 




19 


24 


3.61 - 


3. 83 




3. 


8 3 




3. 


92 




20 


21 


3. 95 


3. 


76 




3. 


79 




3. 


67 




21 




1. 91 


3. 


7') 




3. 


')0 




3. 


62 




2 2 


2 2 


3, 86 


3. 


77 




3. 


6 2 




3. 


59 




I 


21 


3. 89 


/ 


00 




4. 


1 1 




3. 


90 




2 \ 


1 9 


J. 61 - 


I. 


74 




3 


'^)9 




3. 


53 




2 ) 


2 5 


4. 00 




00 




> 


77 




3. 


;8 




:h 


2 ) 


4.0% 


i. 


; 1 




3 


8') 




]. 


52 




27 


I / 


\.',h - 








3. 


h7 




3. 


29 




.'H 


.!! 


3. 5S - 


3. 


h2 




< 


HH 




3. 


•^0 


1 


J 4 


1 M 


3.H.' 


4 


.Oh 




3 


8 t 




•4 


0^ 




JO 


1 


'..00 


4 


14 






'),' 




• « 


.: 1 


4 ♦ 

1 



3.5 3 



0 5 I 



4.25 

4.07 

4. 19 + 

4.22 + 

3.97 

3.94 

4.22 ■♦• 

3.96 

3.85 

3.83 



83 
91 

71 
3.8^' 
3.81 
3.K3 
3.82 
4.0 5 
i.63 - 
i. 87 



3.» 
». 
3. 



5 3 - 
50 - 
1 1 

•i + 



1 i 



••;i.v 

M. .\\\ .TfS 

I.fs .>'n 1 v. i . : .\i;t hr .pc ! ogv 
.,, II 1 1 '.r V A F( - r"' 
r i at' , 1 ' ^ - '4 



I 



ERIC 



BEST COPV ftVAlliXlE 



































> 
















• 










J, 












u 















7 








































U 






c 









t I 



4 4 4 



I I 



70 

10 



oc 



«^ f t t f -t vt -.f m V* r*^, <T v:f ^ -^t <J •'t * f *t 



.1... 



f 4 4 



f I 



O *C O" < ♦ ^ O rn #-4 r I rn <^ vC <^ f**- O ^^ r ^ ^ 



vt -^t -t -t < 



-.t -sT <J vt -t <f ^ 



»T <r *t <t <r 



00 
00 



in 
I 



^44 

i» O CN O 
.-T i/> 



I 



I 



I I I 



4 4 

♦ OD in 

m o 



<^ f*^ ro *t <t <r <T f*> m f*> -7 ^ ^ >^ 

/ 



wn 
I 

o 

00 



1 u 



I I 



cr ^ i -t 



O O r < r 4 m ^ CJ^ O f ^ 

^\ ^\ ^ O O ri n -t <*^4 rsf-.t O ^ \C 



-T -t 



T -T -r ^t 



-t -t <t -.t ■s.t -t -t vt ^t ^t -t ^t 



4 4 

no O 

ir» 00 

-t\t <t 

\ 

\ 

I 



\ I 



t r . I' 



4 4 

i a- ^ 



T o -t O f r-^ c ''^^ O ■ r 
-4 r i ^» O X O 



O ^ 



f 



r -t 



o 



o 

CO 

vt 
I 

O 



I 



. ^. r/; r", ^> 

f T T ^ ' t • T 



■ f 



■ t 



OC 



* f c: 



ERLC 



r 



r 



— -r-f 



BEST COPY AVAIUOLE 



X c y 



O X c C 



! f f 



• •«••••••••••• 

.t . f r^- v? v? ^^'t --f "-t 



1= 



71 



r--. r-, ^ 



'^1 r i X 



o 

o 



a cT r 



^ If 

C. r O C v'^ C C 



r- a- 



(X: ^ .X) 
- f -t 



C X C C C c r 

<^ <T <? <J *T - 



siT a. 



CI ^ 1 

r 



O 

17 



- a> CTi On r-- a> r- 
'X c^i ri r* f- 



CC 



o c f ^ ^ o 



v.t -7 or <T f*^ ^7 



c * ^ i ^: 

a X c? i X 



— O C O r-- f-- O C oc <^ 



7 *7 ^7 ^7 -r ^ -7 ^7 -7 



I 

r 



•1 



v7 



X 
X 



c 



1^ 



AC 

o 
o 
o 

> < m 



ON 



0£ 

75 C 



I 



r X 



I I 



c: o c 



O i^'^ ' ^ 



r ■ ? -7 - ? 



.7 



i 

ERIC 



Ah fahlt Xi.V Illustrates, stiKlents keeping the '*A" form of the Cuurst? Diary 
ranked tho toll owing lessons cons IstfPt ly high: 
Lcss.'n N»'. f^: "Prim.U*' Bohavlor" 
Kosson N\». \1: " i;t hnoKraplii c Fieldwork" 
Lossini N'>. Vj: Ant h ropo logy Today'* 

Thosf ia vhich thrin or morr variables were ranked above the istablished cri- 
terion Iv'Vrls are: 

l.,..ss.Mi N). 7: "PaleoHMiic Fra" 
:.ess.>n N(^. 8: *'N\'i)lithi( Lr.i" 
Lrsst)n No. ^: "Civilization" 

r!)e.;e s*:ulonts ranked 0\*j following less..ns ronslstently low: 
!.-sson N ^. l'>: "Kconoini • i »r^ran i ^al ion" 
I.t ss in .»\>. 27: '* Ijic li I t irat. iivi" 
l.fSSiMi N . -H: "V.orl.d . iev" 

Op,. I 1.! : t_ i. tiM 1 lt^sM»Ti ( ' >ri: .1 i n»'(l llirce v)r more variabJes ranked hi- low the 

. s * I ■' I i * < r i I r i n 1 e ve 1 

. :\. "Ki'!;,^f-'i itui M.ii.;ir: Tan I" 

I v ^; jM.^t: • iM'- ^l.Vi s:h '.."^ th a r inking unrst- variable-; w,is sutfi- 

j,..,.'. :::irr"!.t .>^- r irt iM'' r^o .tudriit sa:npK';s tliat tho v::ily l.-^^s«>n t 

^ rit'!':-i l»v. is • , ; at' 1 i slu'^i (nKw both iinvip , v/.is Mio 



• 1 r 



h./-; ; ).!.iv. ' :.»-o.. 11 16, "KiMiuMni • tM-aiu/a- 



1 1' 1 ! • ! ow ' ♦ I tin »> 1 
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Lesson No* IH: "LUatus ami kolc** 
Li'sson Ni^. iO: "Anthropology Today'* 

One adUitiotial lesson contained three or more variables ranked above tf^- 
established criterion level: 

Losson 29: '^Cultural Change" 

Those lessons rated consistently low: 
Lesson No. 1: "introduction" 
Lesstni No. 2: "A (iiuirso of Study" 
LesSiMi No. Jl: "Crisis Rites" 
I.esson No. 2 1: "SocLil Control" 

Those in which three c r more variables were ranked below established cri- 
terion 1 eve Is : 

Lesson N(*. 11: "tthnolo^y" 
Lesson lA: "Clultural Kcology" 

L*.'SS(.n *.'<•. \h: ''Lrononiif Orj^ani ;!at i on" 
Lt s-,iwi No. J2: H • v'»' rnaru I'" 

^. X!/;il < .^r.\\).ii\-:, t hr i requcnrv, m terms oi .il l U-ssons, with whicli nn'.in 

s -r»'^. t r-^r, • h Km* "a" .in^l " i^" t m lesson analysi's 1 1 1 outside ^\\r iriterioii 
1 ' -'t i*^!: .Ti' : s^r r irh <.>:rst' v;iri;iblr. !r illustrates as v/t-ll t ht* distri- 
'^'it j-Mi >f -vcirrtTu. , ml S»'lf.w .^a^h i.-; t .ih 1 i shi-d rritt-rinn Irvel, itiirtv 

r- r« . r.l -t i! ! . r r^iii f : ,u rse Diary "A" f-n:: !i-s>;un ana lys-s frl! out si (h 

* • . i. f, !.-\N'ls; )j'cO por« or;t wrro lot^v*- irvo], .irul ^H.O wrre fu ii.w. 
'i-''*'-'' r-- • i; .^>^ por. .-nt all ru- m >'M?S'. Ir.-r:; t fi. "!:" |.)rr IfS'^ai malvsis 

'^*'T*' ' r. por^ ts.t ,.. r» a^^' Vf and j^.a porit-at ht'low. 

■ - .1 i • ' , ' . : » . r. ' r i t • r 1 i" , i, ' " • :^ ■ \ '. \ :i r ( r i t - ; i »*' i r :m • t s 
■ ■ ' • / . 1 a - ' i a : I o f ! a f a M • ') ■ . ^- . if. m-. ► :a — ^ i i h i , 1 ! 



ERIC 



Cunt ' !)t !^ resrnt.it ion 

Di.iry "b" Form 

i\u e > r rv Prfs.nt cU i on 
i o'jrsf Diciry "A*' l orm 
^ oiirsf Diary *'B'' i-orni 

Rt'lrvai^ f ot Prest-ntnt ion to Course 



Frequency of 
Occurrence 
Outside 
Criterion Level 



Above I Below 

Cr itcrion i^r i tc^r inn 
Levf?l i Level 



J2.0 
20.0 

32.0 
30.0 

28.0 
26. 7 



50.0 
33. 3 

62. 5 
33. 3 

28.6 
75.0 



50.0 
66. 7 

31. 5 
66. 7 

71. 4 
25.0 
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' -".irsf 'ji iry "A" Form 
< ( ursr Di.'.rv "li" F( rm 
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Mon. 



Actual View; n,; 
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(Course lU.iry \) 

V i f vi n>' 
Preference*; 
(Pos t-CvMirSi.' 
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■ ■ 1 , 
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50.0 pt ri'eiit -^f r»^spotise is i(»ncen trated between 6:00 - 8;00 p.m. 
60.5 p Tceiii i't resp<MKse is ccnicentrat ed in area of 4:00 p.m. and after 

Table XLIX 
Distribution of Response: 
Viewing Behavior vs. Viewing Preferences 
Anth rupo lo^y , Spri ng , 1 97 3- 7 r 
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Comp loli on Kat t-s a\u\ ^rado Dis tribu tions 

Included in this report are data on completion rates and grade distributions. 
riu>y are troatod as a moasuremcnt of students^ achievements in the courses under 
considw»rat ioft* and, in the case of anthropology, to show a relationship between 
a higher level of achievem^rirt , a decreased withdrawal ^ate, and Involvement In 
some fi)nn of evaluation prc^cess. These data are examined In terms of the infor- 
mation they provide for each course and on a comparative basis where appropriate. 
lUscussion nf the evaluation procedure used for the anthropology course Is re- 
served for the final part ot this section. 

1. (Geography 

Table LII shows that while enrollment in Physical Geography rose--both on 
campus and for the TV course— during Spring, 1973-7A, the rate of completion rose 
fracticmally for the course on campus and fell nearly 27 percent for itf tele- 
vision counterpart . 
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Table III; ^(^mpirt'S the ^radi* distribution fur Physical Geography between 
si»me.sters and httwrcMi .»a-tampu3 and television Htudents as well. Like the com- 
pl»»tl(^n rati', trie level ar.idemic achievement above the grade of C remained 
virtually the same for un-campus s^lldents: A8.a percent In Spring, 1972-73'^nd 
48*1 the following spring. Distribution of grades for the two groups of tele- 
vision students showy that fewer of the Spring, 1973-7^ students had a level of 
achievement above C: 40.8 percent versus 47 percent the previous year. 

Tht»s»i st.it istics for the on-carapus geography course, then, remained virtually 
unchanged for the two semesters studied; those for the TV course show that com- 
pletion rates and distribution of grades, lower than those for the on-campus 
course to begin with, decreased tl e second time the course was offered. 
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2. Fn-fhrtud Sketching 

Spring, 197 3-74 was thf first time Freehand Sketching was offered; there was 
no on-canpus counterpart to tile- course. Table LIV combines Information on reg- 
istration inJ completion figures with that on the distribution of grades earned, 
and sliows that slightly more than three in every four students who completed the 
course earned a grade above C. 
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Table LIV 

Registration & Completion Figures 
Percentage Grade Distribution: 
Freehand Sketching 
Spring, 1973-74 



3. Family Kisk Management 

"^abh^ I.V combines tfiese data for ^a..^lly Risk Managerae.t, also oftered for 
Lhe tine during Spring, 1973-74. It si;ows that /4 percent of all students 
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4. Anthropology 

Table LVl shows the registration and completion ligures for both on-campus 
and television anthropology classes. Slightly mors than two in every three stu- 
dents who enrolled In either day or evening classes on campus completed the course; 
four in ten of the anthropology students did so. 
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Total Registration ! Total 


Completion 
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n 
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On Campus 








Day College 


511 


351 


68.7 


Eve. College 


232 


155 


66.8 


Television 


1,065 


AAA 


A1.7 



Table LVI 

Comparison of Completion Rates for 
Ar.thropology 
Spring, 1973-7A 
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26. A 


40. 3 


3. 8 
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Table LVI I 

Percentage Grade Distribution 
Anthropology 
Spring, 19 7 3- 74 



lilt' -^rruiv i ->t r ibut ion figures for on-canpus and TV anthropology students 

..■ [ < \\l \^\' •: i :>/ . i.irru'i aij^''.'^ w.is the iame for hotii : m- 

ir-riL i:vJ evunire,; /elle'^e (}n- 1: ciinpus students: 45 percent. Fifty-five pt*r< *Mir 
'\ ir;[^.i> 'i,iv studv-M's irriiuved 'i level .tbeve 

ERLC 



84 

i. i-ji :^ juu:^ -'1:1^1^1 IMs L r Ibi itiuuj IJxperimenta l vs. Control Groups 

A.s Figure illustrates, certaii; students enrolled in both television and 
ua--campus anthropology classes participated in three types of evaluation pro- 
ceduroi^. Opo group was invited to keep a weekly Course Diary ^"A" form) and 
completed, as well, a student interview midway through the semester. A second 
was asked to mail in a Course Diary ("B" form) at three-week intervals. A 
third group was roquested to keep a viewing log of all television shows watched 
by ilu'lr household for a week near the beginning of the semester and one near 
its t-nd. Half the students enrolled in an on-campus class were also asked to 
maintain a Course Diary (the ''B" form). All students were chosen at random; 
all experimental groups were mutually exclusive. 

Not ail students wiio were approached agreed to participate; of those who 
did, not all completed which ever evaluation procedure in which they were in- 
volved. The difference in rates of completion and level of academic achievement 
between those who did participate (with varying degrees of persistence) and 
those in the control group was much more than had been anticipated. The results 
)f the studv, whicli are presented in table form on page 85, seem a rather sig- 
nificant Lt?stimony to tlie premise that if a student — and most especially a tele- 
vision sLucient — can be engaged in some form of on-going participation, of inter- 
iction, with the institution, he is more likely to complete his course and, as 
v.o I 1 , J c'n i v'Vi/ a i a h i ghe r I ve 1 . 



f>^'oa p r^vsen t e'i in ,i soparaK? report ' .* ' • • . - ■ 
1 ' ) , ; .-^ /- :^ Coast. ( omiU'in i t v College 
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Total 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 

• 


100.0 



Table LVIII 

Completion Rates & Percentage Grade Distribution: 
Control vs. Experimental Groups 
Anthropology, Spring, 19 73-74 



As the table illustrates, 37 percent of the control group withdrew from the 
television course, compared with 11.1, 21.4, and 18.8 percent respectively of the 
experimental groups. The number of students receiving ''no credit" did not exceed 
10 percent in any of the experimental groups; 24 percent of the control group were 
in that category. And, while slightly more than 17 percent of the control group 
received a grade above C, the range for the same level of achievement in the ex- 
pi! ri^-.enta I groups was between 25 and 34.4 percent. 

\ riiijl -ate of interest here is the fact that, v;hile students \/iio ir.ainlained 
t:> .• L .^n:i of the Course D.Ury asslgred ^neraliy higher niean scores to course 



ERIC 



86 

:i.-pects abotit whlrh thry wrre asked--tfian did those of the 'VA" group--su did 
fowor from this group complete the cours- or achieve higher grades. 

IV. rv STITKNl INTERVIEWS, SPRING, 1974 

We interviewed .i Total of 73 sttidents enrolled in television courses during 
tho Spring, i97V74, semester. The majority of the sa.iiple were women (61.6 per- 
etM'tt), as Table LIX indicates. All who furnished us with information in this 
fonnat were drawn from the .sample TV student population which kept a Course Diary 
('^^'* fi>rm) throughout the semescer. 



(iourse 


Men 


V.'omen 




n 
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.'.nthropoiogy 


7 


18 


Freehand Sketching 


7 


20 


Physical Geography 


11 


6 


Family Risk M/inagement 


_3 


_1 


Totals 


28 


45 



Table LIX 
leievis Lon Student Interviews 

F'(M" '^li^htlv :uorc th/m 70 percent i){ the sample, this was l^w initial experl- 

• i'l t.ikiii^ .1 trlt'vision couriii^. Sixty percent indic^ated they «irc prrsently 

• *nro;lrj ill »)tlur, o:;-^ .i::4)us cjasses (c-mpared witli 80 percent jf tliost- in tc.-rv' iewed 
L'lv r fvl : lu; s>'n»'S L*- r ) ; ot ttiest^ one in iour are taking 10 or more iini!s. 

It!"' 17 p'*ri:»*iit Jt^fiiUMl tlu'nst.' 1 ves primarily as student:-, ufariy iwo- 
i f N r I:. »• i r*.' i i'Wf'il ar^* vcrkiii*^ tuward a ch'^^rtM' or co r t i f i oa t • • . It is 

I rU-r'*--. i a»; ^ ■ I'-tt- r:;at v/liiiu ov^r t (i ftu'- f aur tfis oi tru* stuaanti icM-'^'lnl in l>oth 
■ . . . . . ' • ■ .a a ■ . . a ; : i ^ • . : 1 1. . . . .a* ra* • t i v ii r-a / ■ ; ■ i ■ k i a : ^ : a^ m 1 , 

'. ■ ■■■ : ai a la^-.' ' i a.' i'^'^'aiiai'l Skctcliiak' t.a<prt^saal (^auarri la ^at '^btaiiiin^ 
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^5^- - « d«gr«« (Tabl« fcK )# Bach of th« foyr s&ydents incervl«r(iid f the^^^ 
Risk Mmagement clciss also said that the classif Icatioti of ''general interest 
student'* most aptly dost rlbuvl thtm. 

N'cvirl'/ tw(> In tbroe of thv spring sample selected ''convenience*' as the de- 
cLdini^ factor in raking a television r.ourse. This ca'^ be compared to the preced- 
ing st.'m<'stei\ v;hen sli>;htly less than half of those interviewed chose convenience 
and another ?9 percent indicated a need for units as the overriding consideration. 

Fni iv-: wo p»'rc i>nt le;!m :d oL the TV course In which they subsequently rn- 
rviliLMl tlii^> ii'!i ,! tnj i bn! brooliuri', as opposed to only nine percent the preceding 
Si»nesL*. r. On-- anpus snur es of TV course information as determinants — namely, 
()r..rlua\'N .i:vl . L.ri.-. s^heJales — dL-creased from 52.9 percent in the fall to ?9.6 
in t iu> sp' i nv;. 

TS. r i r ors-— (u:; Li.d with de 'r^-ased O'lmber of students (21.2 percent 

i'i fa ver^. 17. S in spring) v/ho defined tiiemselves primarily as students, t}ic 
iiVTr'asf » f :tw)s^' \^nroll'Ml in a TV couryt' only,<'r who ire taking a cours».' for 
reas.Mi-i )t!ivT t'\.iu '. )r-kin^ t:<>ward a dc^^ret' — indical o tU^it televised ecJu^ation is 
i-'i ::i : r '.c i.'p'latl'U who ir^: not *'s t iidents*' by anV of the traditional 

\ :Uli' 

* if ')\ sLudtnts interviewed felt the conc(*pt ol a f ac i I i tatc^r 

i . r', ''.''.^'M r 'i > :'h-;t s.tid tfiov had no >i.;casion to conti^'t theirs), 

• ! tl. ^'i • V ;^ »rn '-i tr\ tiu ^v^^ral! course provTcUn and the C(,)oro; i n.U i 'U) 
: ■* . •n:-'- -tit:, rr'i'^i't^-; : ri Lh»'St ir^-as qnos t i onn i n^ will In- 

• - • : •.':::* •:'• .♦-:)'. '^My , tii^- spti'irio 't /rngths and Wi-akn*' >• 

! ■ * • . ; ■ i, L'. !: . ♦-rmof- t'^ it ^ -^u^i stroocnre r:(J n 

• . • • . . ' . I 1 .r^ . * ? ii • r p ' r ^ 1 'idt w i I h l ab ! i* [.A ! , ■ i ^ 

' [ ' . • . " • t ^ . i> 'S. ^ i- , : : a : i a r (u- < t U'!v-:i t i 1 1.- r'/ 1 • •■. ' : ■ : '\ 
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Students enrolled In this course? almost unanimously had a favorable reaction 
to televlst^a instrucLluu as a way of learning. They stressed the responsibility 
and sel f-dlsciplLne necessary to make the experience a productive one. 

When asked what they would identify as the best features of the course, their 
answers centered around the course structure (organization was evaluated as con- 
sistently good), the learning opportunities present through the use of ethnographic 
tilmin><, and what could be tenued the personality or presence of the instructor. 

Crit ii'ism.s wi r . more varied. ['hose directed toward the Vs lessons included 
niimerous complaints about guest speakers, many of whom were adjudged boring, too 
technical, or liable to wander too far afield of the subject. ^hree students 
round the lesson formats boring; one cited poor visual aids. 

Although anthropology students assigned a mean score of A. 04, i.e., "^ood" 
t4> the course text anv^ syllabus, this overall assessment was qualified by a fairly 
high level of discontent, particularly with reference to the syllabus. It was 
criticized because of its high price-- ' ridiculou3"--and what many felt to be its 
lack of relati'dness, along vjith the text, to the TV segment of the course. Some 
Ua.lents expressed the opinion that Che syllabus and text were good aud went well 
with the Lele/ised portions. Those who in<lioated they were satisfir*d with the 
reulin^; :Tialerials. however, wer<* outnumbered by those who expressed, ii) v;irving 
ie^roi's, di ^s It. isf act ion. 

St'uK'nt r^*spi)i)s»-' to rpii'sl loan i lu^^ about l ourse examinat ion(s ) v is bastd on 
ir)! i r.ivitern, .irwi pr«>hably is more reflect.! ve of individual a'> i 1 i t y 
' 'i.m t t"St 'mt^*nt: o v 1 1 tiat i ..>n j an^ec! from opinion.^ titat tii < tests UTe easv 
i\ : i'M M^-'i tit'T :naterial vni^ h oa^! r^een a^lecpi iteW cMVered, to verv dilfi^ult 
v;-.' • ! t ! i"-<trM' : M** ^ i^ivMiv-'e r.pa fit i '>n , < u. i ' iH on »*:p.riiiW^ ti 

,;,tf r '[■[-■, . ^r>i:':p>n ranvN- se ■rn»N'! enuallv weL/l^ted at ♦♦i^ller ► xtr'-ne. 
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When aaktd what could be done to improve the course, students had a variety 
» t suggestions, some of which were concise and wel,l thought out. One wished to 
Sfe'e a tniier which would l onclude each program by I) inviting students to cofi- 
tacl ciimpus wiiii any quosti^ns, 2) providing information on u!*is procedure, and 
3) specify in>^, l;mr and location of tests and study sessions. Taped review 
sessiwns wt rt* r jcuTnrntmd^d , i\s were additional quizzes, specified assignments » 
imi f^i'.est spi\>kers w;u> (tiiid cunmunicate on less erudite levels. A few felt ihr. 
:.hk ' iMin.m ^;'lppo•-t** (9? percent of those interviewed said they had had no 
le.i.un to oni.i t thi* course ricilitator and did not anticipate doing so); some 
> iw iMi-oanpus ^tudy or revit^w sessions as desirable. 

Ii^ Ken.jral, t.ien, students indicated they liked their experience (at least 
to li e dare of the interview) in a^.thropo 1 ogy . Their concern and their crit^ - 
V. isr.: t\> MS*' ' much more on oomponents other than the televised lessons. A5 is 
vlisru.;si-d in tne f»>Iiovia>; p.i;-^'^^* studonts (inrolled in anthropology are joined 
':>v those in .or- tMirse i in those kinds or r;itical comment iry. (Overall, as- 
;»'Ss:n»'o:. >t this ov ursf refl-.M-tod confidence on the srudents' ptri that thi-y 
ver^ tcr^r pir..; ihe !'M'eri J ^^r^'sente i ^ even though in some case's there were d.s- 
I* . irt i .^v^-r ' f pi^ti*'il<ir meltiod(s) of presentation. As one student said 

J . it: ,'.^1 Sk^'l c I. ; ru: 

r. '] iiiPw* was t h^' most eathtisiast i» /el en»ouT. ( ; i «; . 

' \. ' • ! ' : a , . t ; . • t i < > • ! ' ^» ■ r v 1 1 ; * n f wh- • ' • 't r t r-M -mi d- r -e'^v -rU • » r ' ' : , 

r : . I ; ' . :: ; ■ 'i^ : ^ ' i - . \] l:\ iri) t ^e ..-.u rn^^MH , ''It'-. ^ <>»^ t'.i:** a- . 

■■ : * • ■ . . ' ' '-.a . f\ i v-: n {\\> »arii' I'u.r/' a.'. ^;aitf v i . !e > ;> ra- i i , 

. • i , { V - \ '. a u I • i a ! e t ^ i t M ! r iw . * '\'--r au'l ' r\ a 't -ra s 

• • • • ■ ' • " ■ ■ '] ^ ! * ' ; ^ " s .' ' V, , . ' n • ? f M • t • ^- , ' • • ; '^p i : : r '.- a' n - • - y- ; . 
: . v ■ ■ : . i'l ; ' a i aii-l p r»/: ( 'U t . 1 1 i "ii o I 1 1 t ' r i vi ! . 

o 
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t^€tt Aife^d dWyt ail^^ ©f thd ooulpid deh«f feteaS that the W IM^ 
students critical of text, syllabus, or examirtation were very few in number. 
Only on*/ student was less than approving of the syllabus t saying It contained 
ao pictures. Of the text, one person said it didn**^ provide enough help, that 
It lacked explanation and another said it was expensive and he didn't use it much. 
Most :*aid these materials were correlated well with the lessons, that they sum- 
auirlzed what the instructor was teachings were explici*^ and prepared one well for 
the midterm. 

Keactlon to the midterm was very favorable; st lents saw it as "a great way 
to give .1 test," as slmf>le and comprehensive, and indicated they had been well 
prepared. 

Queried about possible improvements In the class, students suggested in vari- 
es ways thai the pace be slowed, e.g., have longer sessions, allow more, time to 
f:omplete sketches. Over hail the students we spoke with indicated that the letter 
received at ttie course's beginning was less than "very helpful; answered all c^ues- 
tions." Several (^f tliese said they didn't receive the letter; the others indicated 
ihcro w.isn't miich to it. One student, interjecting a note of humor, referred to 
tiw- Li tC'.^r as "pretty jikoLchy." 

l i-rfiaps the vlv)ruinant theme of student opinion regarding Freehand Sketching was 
'he know lodge tlKic, with each succeeding lesson, they were learning to draw. They 
Ti uld * liart tht ir own progress simply by saeing what Mr. Macln:yre was doing and 
:h-!i trving it on their own. Their rewards, so to speak, were real and imnodlate, 
a-(i -lay p^s^ibly ^xp; lin their overall lack of anxiety or criticism about grading 
. y.ins. i^s six or seven students interviewed defined rhemselves as **art- 

isi^'* r "in Na iurs," the '>thcrs had had previous experience in drawing; which 
r*n»^* ! : r.^r- t • "ru)ric it all." Yrt favrrable reaction to this course t ran- 

, .':;!•: I'.. •■ iir*;.- t p r*> f e'ss^'tl exp'rifiue rind artistic ability * 

r :\ ' r^: - 1- ? .r'». the :iudt'-rm it t.h»' sciieduled times, tin* f«'sr 'i.eie 
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Hu- subjoctlvu, opinion gcitlitring area ot all the student int^^rvlewn began 
with tlu^ qu^»i^llont "From your experience so far, how do >ou feel about televised 
innrucLi)n is j wnv UMrnlng?** Since thu majority (neventy percent) of the 
sample indi'-ated this wae; their fiisl occasion to enroll in a TV course, their 
answt»rs - -re predicited largely on their impressions, their p^rrceived degree of 
"suc.'fss," etc., in this first course. Thus, favorable impressions resulted in 
ca.-.fs where students fcic they were doing well and conversely, if trouble were 
. n ' uiiiter-.! in the particular course, attitudes toward televised instruction as a 
•.vav .^i l--i^ninvi t»*n(it':i to be less than enthusiastic. 

\\w ( v>urse I'hvsii ii (Tcugraphy is a case in point. Most students whom we 
iiitcrviewid were critical; only a few volunteered comments to the effect that... 
televised learning; (in general) seems good because of its flexibility and non- 
:rt-rference in one's work day, schedule, etc. 

■'riti.'ism t-xt .iJfd to all '.opponents of the course. '^le complaints that 
r':iv-^i a I Gr.'graphv v is too iiifficult for a ''bt^ginning level course" are expLninabl 
in 1 ii^f it J.i' bv ne gative co'.ments concerning the course structure: "unor- 
.MpiZ'.i... -tt j'pt, t ■ .c^vlt too nuch--thc cfioict* of expe'-iments are poor;'* the pace, 

i -.J.: 'fiv f.-lt cr' tc^ fast; the instructor's p re ^^entat ion — "he uses 
.,..-.., .1 .V - oxpl .in"-- in;i ihc lessons' abrupt endings. Students f»-lt 

» . r'tr'^r- ■. r r.''-:^. p^^-^r toilmirit c oor:i i n/i t ion and lack of clarirv uul 

- .^;..t-. :;re'':ti:;/ "i-u.'' : n ' rTU i ^ . 

r r^-i-rus Lopi : A t'.*- U-xtbook Msed , a.nordiu^ it "!epth... 

• ♦r-,./' ■ — f f h.. r':ij^'rit:v of rliose interviewed fell t ht tr-xt 
^ • - t- - i!, la • - .'it r i i »*nt 1 V luirel/itiui t^ cmv^ ,;p f .; , t h»' 

. . .l*':\r . u^-V' i \'e 1 I he^nse 1 - r mis i h 1 e, as t(^ h«' 

' ' . ■ ■ . - i : I ^ - ^ t ' r r i t i M / ; * ^\*' ^r. i i >r <^onp ! a i n t i » i s 
i : : : t v in ^ t a i :ii it. 
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Lack of communication regarding course go;'ls, the expectations of the in- 
structor, information regarding testing — both in terms of content and procedure — 
that was folt to be missing jr unclear was a source of considerable frustration 
to most of the students with whom we talked. The few who did attend a review 
session were very dissatisfied with it; they felt the facilitator to be unpre- 
pared and unconcerned. 

Quest iDnnlng regarding the midterm examination failed to produce a single 
favoribl** comment. Aside fnm tho most often repeated statement that the test 
was '*hard/* this student assossment was qualified in two main areas: the wide- 
spread feeling that there was inadequate preparation for the exam (and therefore 
an absence ot knowing what to expect) and that the exam itself covered too much 
matt*rial - 

Students suggested revising the structure of the television lessons, slowing 
the pacLr» and a much more extended definition of terms. In this course more than 
in any of the others was the felt naed for two-way communication on an on-going 
basis. A partial solution to the problem was seen by some students to be a text 
which is coordinated with the course and a system of testing which would enable 
7i(>rf frequent mo<isurement of academic progress. 

4. Family Risk Management 

SirK:c the numbt^r of students enrolleci in Family Risk Management to complete 
\:\ i -U-e rview was only four, their responsu::;-'~while interest ing--cannot , witli any 
r-M ibiLity, be considered indicative of student response to the courst-. Therefore 

v'liit' ..'U'ir mswcrs .ir^ ia«lu(l^*il in Table MX-, '»-.iiic:i shovs the distribution of 
r» ..ponsu p.irf of ilw Lntt^rvicw form, tlicir rour^'.* evaluation is not cietaileJ. 



.V sriMU Nf INTEKVIKWS - SPRING \97>7^ 



Number Percent 



vvhv iii'i -.oil ^hH-'iii- to take a TV course? 

Iiitt^rcst in i't)^lr^;o 

»n von ion 
:-^i'c<i uni is 

Lntort'-t ill tills tnodium ot presentation 
.lob acivMncomopt or promorion 

hv^' i t ' Ocib V 1. 

a frit'nd t(n.»k it 
l^.>vo lo draw (sketching) 
ii':^ trot' 

kill w < c;W(' instructor 
H'ual i • io(! under G. I . bi il 
w.tnt in education 
.;a;, ! i :h- shortage 



6 
54 
12 

2 

11 



7. 1 
63-5 
14. 1 

2.4 

12.9 



Is this vour first TV t 1 as.-^J V 



Yo 



Wh.it o. her(s) iiavo you taken? 

psyche^ i ogy 6 

o.onsumor contest t 7 

'/jography 3 

laiv A 

r.L^tory of art 8 
."otirse throuy^li another 

s<.h()'>l 1 



50 
21 



70.4 
29-6 



4ov did ;i>u tirs^ li'irn ihout your present t'ourso? 

TV . triiu>utivi*r.en t 
K id i 1 innv>'inoonont 
,<••.. ;-; ipt.' r 

"t r 

; r' i 

I !>)k-".; t'-r rv Liis .-it. fO>; i L rat i '.ni 
tfi':r .1 I '.'iins..' U'r !'r. r.unpii > 



6 
7 
3 
8 

8 
.iO 

L 
L 



4.2 



8. 4 

9. 9 
A. 2 

11. 3 

11.3 
42. 3 
5.6 
1.4 
1.4 



III '.va 1 1 1 . ire 



Ml t'H re i 1 c'ti ^ 



lotal 



25 



73 



34.2 
17. 0 
2 3. J 

ibo.o 
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Nuinber Percent 

5* Ai yju presetttl** en relied In ■^bcher t' ....r- 
on- impus courses ' 



No 
Yes 

How 





29 


39.7 




44 


60.3 


many units? 






1-3 


11 


25.0 


4-6 


7 


15.9 


7-9 


13 


29.5 


10 or above 


12 


27.3 


high s< hool classes 


1 


2.3 



The Balance of Table Reflects Distribution 



How woiiLd yoLi rate the letter 
you received from the instruc- 
tor when you began the course? 

Very helpful; answered all 

questions 
Helpful, but left out important 

informat ion 
Left out infonnation 



Have you contactt^d the facili- 
tator for your course? 

Yes: 

by telephone 
by actual meeting 
(was he or she easi \.y 
available to you?) yes: 



No: 



don't feel it necessary 
tric'd, couldn't reach 
intend to, haven ^t yet 
othe r 



/Vnthro- ! Freehand 
Pology ' Sketchint^ 


Physical fFamlly 
Geography jRisk Mr. 


Total 


n % \ n % 


n Z 1 n % 


Z 


1'; 76.0 ;3 48.2 j 


9 52.9 2 30.0; 

I 

1 


58 



16,0 

-1 8-0 
25 100.0 



5 
27 



18.5 
33. 3 



6 
2 



35.3 
11.8 



100.0 i 17 100.0 
1 



i 25.0 
1 25.0 
4 100.0 



21.9 
19^2 
100. d 



2 
1 
1 



23 
22 



8.0 



22.2 



92.0 



5 
1 



21 
21 



77.8 



3 
3 



3 

U 
U 
I 
1 
1 



7.6 



15.1 



82.4 



4 100.0 ■■ 84.9 
4 

i 



Huw LmporLant is the facili- 
tator? 

Kvery coarse should have 
them available 
I'epends on th^' ^-iHirse 
N'ot nocf ss a r■.■ 
')tller 



'21 
3 

I I 



8^.0 21 77,8 : 15 
12.0, 6 22.2 i 1 
4.0' - - I 1 



,25 ICO.Oi 27 100.0 



(P. 



P.esponst's to o'lt-stions 9 throuijh 18 are omi.teci in t 



88.2 ! 4 100,0 8J.6 

3.9 I - - I 13. 7 

5.9 ' - - ! 2.7 

17 iddro rz 100. 0 jiooTo 



■v'as L 
t i i c s * ■ 



is table; rheir purpose 



pply I .'u.iL : )n un a subjective, intliviciua! opinion basis. Responses to 



■it i 



1 ft 



ie.ilt with at appropriate places in discussion of courses.) 



18. 



Hw mmy wor;lng televlilon 

st^ts are t.hert' 'n yc-ur household? 

Oru' set 
Two set*^* 
L'hree sets 
Four sets 
Five sets 

Does it often bippen that others 
in the household want to view 
a program at a time tliaL would 
prevent you from watching a TV 



t\sson' 



Yes, very often 

Yes, bur [\ot very often 

Se Idora 

Never 
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An thro- f Freehand 
poiogy ; Sketching 


Physical 
Geography 


^amily 
Usk Mg. 


V 


h ^ ^4-., ... 


.ft J 


n % 











10 

11 

3 



40.0 
4A.0 
12.0 
A.O 



5 20.0 
20 80.0 



1.1 
7 

4 
1 



40.8 
25. 9 
14.8 
14.8 
3.7 



7 
9 



41.2 
52.9 

5.9 



1 


3. 


7 


1 


5. 


9 


1 


3. 


7 


1 


5. 


9 


25 


92. 


6 


15 


88. 


2 



75.0 
25.0 



25.0 
75.0 



T.ible continues on next page. 
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;...u,. , s ■ 


: fn-27) 
Treehand 
SkcLcli ins 


(n-17) 
Physical 
Geography 


(n-4) 
r amily 

Risk Management 






V 


X 


X 


X 




i 


4.04 


3.81 


3.58 


2.50 




Amount of intV>. 
pus far i 1 i t ator 


5. 66 


). 75 


3. 33 




r , 


«'>>nt'ont .>f oxains 


3. H7 


4. 20 


3. 06 


5 . 3 J 


d. 


Sv'hodit 1 i rig v> f 
oxams 


}. 72 


3.80 


3. 26 


3. 50 




(irad i ng p rocedure 


3. 7 5 


3.66 


3. 33 


4.00 


f ^ 


l\ lessons 


3. 90 


4.07 


3.26 




g. 


Pace of TV lessons 


3.68 


3.68 


2.82 


3.75 




Schedule of TV 
lesson broadcasts 


3.64 


1 

3.75 : 3.58 


3. 75 


i , 


Ouality of TV 
broadcast recept . 


3.60 


3.03 


3.64 


4.50 


i- 


Scope balance of 
info, in lesson 


3.64 


4.23 


3.64 


4.00 


k. 


Relevance of course 
materials for your 
nee ds 


4.00 


4. 11 


! 

3.40 


3.00 


1. 


Visiting experts ii 
►i^ueols in leSHons 


j 3.68 


2. 50 


1 3. 00 


1 4 . 00 

j 


?^ . 


' ' y t I ii I I lie < I tit-* in i r 

qua 1 i I y 


.'..2 5 


4.04 


3.93 

t 


» 

1 

1 

; 4.33 


n. 


I<:^ t in^ ronpared 
vi r h ' t Che r 
*M)U r^^rs 


■ 4.04 


3. 79 


1 

3.41. 


■ 4.00 













-;,al./: (\) ''I'l, (2) poor, (3) idequate, (4) viTv a^ouil, (5) fxc'llfnt 
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Tolevlslou courses offtTed to date through Coast Community College District 
irt' t iiv in intml^. Tory or mU ry level in their particular discipline. The 

grtMC majority of people who take these courses do not have the background in the 
subject necessary for content evaluation; criticism of course orientation or subject 
presentation is virtually absent. Rather, the focus of concern for these students 
is in the areas of information flow, course organization, and clarity of detail. 

Many of these concerns, voiced in previous semesters, were still being 
artioulatod in Spring, 1973-74, They may be summarized as follows: the desire 
for more — and more varied forms of — testing, increased opportunity for review 
sevjsions (either tap'^d or on-campus) , better synthesis of course components 
(lesson, text, and syllabus), better textual aids, particularly syllabi, more 
txplanation of the function of these components in relation to one another, 
greiter availability of course materials. Students stressed again and again 
their desire for more clearly detailed and repetitive information In lesson broad- 
casts: the number an J title of the lesson being aired, times and daces of testing, 
st^minars, etc., and what textual materials accompany which lessons. 

These, then, are the problems students perceive in their TV course experience. 
;t>wpled with the fur that the majority of TV students, through three semesters of 
■i 'La .::itherin^, [;ot seek out their course facilitator or attend on-canpus 

. i».ir>, ^ tc., tticse areas ot conr:ern are seen to be most effectively resolv(ui 
chr.'U;'': [>r.'s.'nt ci.inn'.is n: i^mnuin icat ion . It has become increasingly oi^viinis that 

.iLiiii ici V mt t 4kin^ a /'^urse in one's own home is that of conven i onco . 

' ' 'iir i . v}l t^ " ' it/Ois Lntorviewod indicated this directly; while not asked 

MVori !'.':; ■ as i a*' c o rni n in>? factor, students sampled through the post-coursi* 
; 1. s ^ i .:!HM i hav prcvi.U-i vnau^!!: related data to demonstrate that conVi-ri i ( airo is 
■ - ' ^ ' : • -.tai-nt, "nrMll ^i.-^aaso a nofd for r J : ! s tin.'ard 

t • ■.:r-." 'it - ^' ^t-nrral intt-rest, thov opt for the te levised course htaaause it 
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can bt? taken at fiume. i r insput t :U ion is not seen as a problem by the majority^ 
ai>r — from the average family income iiul i cat ed- -would tnoney seem to be, although 
y, giv^-n tfie w.i% in wtu. h the data were gathered, to substantiate 
this. One fact^^r, floarly, is important — that of time — which conuaands priorities 
in work, in family lite, and of which there seems little to spare in pursuit of a 
des i red ediicac ion. 

I'ht) factor of convenience assumes added significance when one considers the 
t ronii--di»mons t rat^jd earlier in this report — of the increasing attraction television 
ioiirse oi firings jru having for people who can by no traditional definition be 
labeled coll^^gt^ stucUMits. (Of the students who responded to the question regarding 
the imount oi pre is ethicatioii, only one-fourth indicated more than a year of 
volLe^e had been completed. Slightly less than half were concurrently 
t?nrolled on campus and forty percent did not consider themselves as students in any 
Ctip.ic i ty . ) 

As the of feting different kinds of television courses are drawing more so- 
called "non-students/' course completion rates hiive been falling: 46. 1 percent in 
Spririi^ IS. /^.^ percent in Fall, 1 973-74; and 37.6 percent in Spring, 1973-74. 

Since there is an increase in the number of students indicating that their main 
re.iS'^u r r ttkin..^ a cuir^f is iMie o i* "general interest" (one-third /f the Spring, 
197^-7'., siudent ii ni.iy ijc tliat thesf students are nut that concerned w\l}\ 

.hi*^.: trie lass in the tirst place, We dij know from the post-course evaluation 
r- sp»M)S ' (whi h ^>.n:}r^;t ! perr^'iU ^jf all Spring TV students who comph»tcd their 

it»urs./) Hi. it ra'T' ^^'^..Z. per^^iii) 't' t lie students wb.o t()ok the final examination 

rrdit -is their first cons i de rat i cm . More than ^'Ht 
: 'Vk'^t. Tie r I i int^/rest." Forty-nine- pfr^ent of the respondmts 
i .: !n;L ti-.- * : r in.ii 'O.^) per ent of the 2,016 n^Jii-lakers) indicati'd ttieir 
•• I ;• r ;r.;.»; ,.-ir >if^>^ .le; '^;^^L'r<ii inf-»'r-st," Vet m id>ii 

;,:r: r ' iie .'irnir\K t: red it t^'W.ird a <iegree. 
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. t*^ >:i ikt' i.iy i'Miniuivu stat. n^nln ru^rir iin^ Ihv 
iv:^ ims upoa v'omni 'lion \ \ Lhe cutifrv'S . .s\ arc 

• ■ ~ '.W' \ t ^ x.^' ru no ■ ' • ' 

• ■ 1 ■ '< ' f t«,! t-n t ^ ' r*' M t tM» i r p r<\»; r**^ r t^tn.- • ^ ! 
1 i - ' I^-'Vp'r.;. iM-i.: lusc* t».' ! v ih : < 'ii s L :;M»Mit ir^- 

I i!lv ,1 ^iiM-va-' h'tlioJ c'oniinun I:: tii i on ♦ i *. * l .."..lmI la' 

:it o rri :l i -jJorvM-ivLd uc be lo-^s, in whaLc'\'» r '.U'v;r«*-' or 

-.^'i;-^ of s Liiiit-rits ' I rusLfat ion, 
''ii - rt^ :':rLn^ t li-.: :somesCer hav»' pr^.vidvii rtu-si- tiiicis 
I . tin -'Xtjnt, rhi-st* ^.o:i'' ' us i , rt-rt liu ■ * ^ \\r 

at.;! I V' ;»Mifirn ^ht-n. Ir I'l, ii\ iv ''.irds-- 

, : r^; -.^^ t 1 tri" arsr» v.'ir'iablr> ''T I'i 
sr.-r rc t'iv.ju 1 hiyfuT rani-iuv; (rr\\ sIm.Nim ' who took 

• i : ' - >^".'d 1 1 , r» 'S u ! f s ' ^ r t " If ■ :;'^»' !" i :.!»•:' t . t:* ' ;■ ■ r -.i 

; ^r^-;:! ^ I'. TioL t;hif r^cr-'voi !•■: -i '/'.aa- 

' ■!.!»■ 1 : ./K' ^ u.i r ' ' • I p 1^ • i i' t Mi ■ »-v' 1 1 v ; a • , » . t--; ; 

ir*^'' ' • ::i ^' .'rfU'^, : 'a-r i ti ra h : va- v-vair:-- 

r''' ' r ^ " ■ . » r ' i i r r r:»' > . .' ri- \ \ 
■ : _ ! ■ ■ ' ■ . i r : 1 r t ? r' ! ; r ' t at' iv ^ ^ it. i ^ i < , : : ■ ; i r ■ 

( , : ■ ■ i a ' i ' V . t ■ : :^ f i L : a r iw i i . 

• . j a*; ;a ■ ■ 'a r"«'-> i . ^ \ ^ \ ■ rA \ : : i ^ ^ . r 

a'i i a > - fa--,. i ■ • • M ' i ; a : ^ 'olia a.' ^ > - ■ I • i r , ' : a t 

r" : a , i ^ ' *■ ' : ; ■ ! ! \ . ! a^ ^ • t a» ■ t'? * * i / 

J n ■ 1 • s i i ^ : a ■ f : a i . . • ^ t ru* t " ; f - : • a* r 
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ua^ct, ''l .ion'l k'l-w/r n ml ^ujre—l ha% jh* I gnUCun my ^raUa yet/' Virtuallv 

.Mr i fft iMTui .^t iJcnti Wi> ja-np't^i k:ww frcn losson Icssoi; ihv 

skills thry wrr.- u-^jUiiin^; t ivst siurcs woro s»-oti lav^oly as a ronnrmaliou 
1 iTiS/f « . t riijcritv M all *;t.iide?us interviowtn! teU l^wit Iwd U'Sts-^ 

^ -.il-t,r:;. -xar^i : = al i< a :in ! a Mr.aL~-Wt'ro act sufficient, particularly gl\ru (he 
1 ^: ^f^!i'; wav ; i vni • a tin ir rale ot learning ouh! le ntcasured. Tlu^ !a<'k t>t 
;irf, ^..tia^ vas farther quallricJ by d i ssa t « s r ac I ion with the existing 

. i.,;;n»:: . !-tcr:. e:<ari Vm' tht> ip.i<li iL test vms vie^/ed as too far alone in thi^ 
.r. nt.uii-us wiii;u>! t. 'omi- t^^ campus for more frequent qui;:/es; 

t^ii!-. Ic-.r "i ;iai;-in tt-sts. Many loaiul mastr*ry of large amounts of information 
;.:f»a :>v r>.. tT be i!iffi.:ult. Mo rv trequi-nt and tMrlier testing would 

rv ;ov.Ti; n^r;,vst -' ;t /.miL; involve students n- r'.* -jui- kly, furnish ila'Dwith 
T i -I -f .Lojr^.r.v :/ * r wi-.l.-a th.yv iaJL^ att' a ;u-cu , pr..vidi additl'.Mial t-x- 

• i:::>.;taML ari;a j t Jw-.w- 1 >- ? ike- a-t , and by roverink; smaller 

. r.'i, r. :■: 'v sta^l.'Pts' i[)p ■h»*t\^-> i ons t 1 1 1 : nv, oiu- of onlv t » ppi>r- 

• ... - 't i .^r or i 1 V .wie's progress. 

' ^ Uun, ^.M-,t * ' .>ruTuin i t v r»;K^t> nistri.-t is offrvitu^ f f 

1 . r '\ *■■!. .i I- irnin/.. liie "arifty aad I'.un.brr' '>f .'uursi- 

. : . . : . i-.. : I incs' . -L:r. > i t:^* : rv'^^p^n^i'. inliv.atini^ thai 
,"^ir- : > :^ irs Pt-.!r{i:i ? ) -xt^";'* a t i • 'i^. ; 1 wppnrlunitv t.^ 

. . . : , . . • ■ ■ T'-a t i I . I'rA < > li i - in ■ . -U i mu"! ^'ori^ if ::^^'\\{ 

^ , ] ' ■ a.> .'t:* ■[;•'!■.• , i^^^-^sihi*' r hf n« . 

= . . ^ . . . ■ ♦ • .J • t ■ : r ' i / ■ - r 'i- , - i '\'!s » t f^'s :^»'a ■ i ■ s , t ho ^ fi ir^ 

• ' , ; - I • w ■ ! ! 'a r '-a-.*' . 
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POST-CajRSE SJWEm EVALUATION 

0 

DEf-OGRAPH I C QUEST I ONNAI RE 



(MAlLfD TO ALL TELEVISION STUDENTS AT 
CONCLUSION OF SPRING, 1973-7^1 SEf^STER) 



• i i.tt-.^ lit U') 



:U . to i:iu-r 1 fu» follov^in^; qiifStlctiS' M.inv tiwinks 



; 1 ■ 

MM 
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WJiat tii»if(8) of the tl.iy nrc best? 



I. 


6 a.m. 8 






2. 


8 .i.ir. - 11 


«i . m . * "* 




3. 


11 a.m. - 1 


p«m. • • • • 






I p.m. ^ A 






5* 


4 p.m. - 7 


p.m. - — — 




6. 


7 p.m. - 11 


p.n. • — 




7. 


11 p.m. - I 


d.m. ------- 




8. 


1 a.m- - 8 


a.m. ------- 





To what extent have vou contacted the on- campus course 
facllllator? 

1. Often • 

?• Occasionally - -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- 

3. Seldom 

U. Never - 

Has Ic been easy to LunUact the on campus course 
facilitator? 

K Never tried ------------------ 

J. Verv eaoy ------------------ 

J. Fairly easy - -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- - 

^'4. Difficult 

>. Impossible - -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- - 

Did you attend the seminars or study sessions? 

1. Yes 

2. No - - - ' 

! f So , why not : 

J. In^'onvcnient tlmo^ - - - -- -- -- -- -- - 

♦ . Did not know :ilv)i*t them - -- -- -- -- -- - 

N4)t ver>^ t\elpful - - - - - - - *" " " 

[m sront i nui'd tfu^ (MMirsr prit>r t<> the first ;r^sif>n 
7. (Uhrr - -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- - ^- 

/."'lirii iho :^ost useful t 1 v i s i on h^sson? 



t iu 1 1' I . ^ u-.^' fu 1 r f K* V i s i (Ml lussnn 



KST copy Al/fllUfiLE 



I. .^M^. 



our 



» > ' 



(T, (,') (3) 













Poor 






(A) 


(S) 







I 



I i 



I I 



I t 

-4 -4 



4- 



-4-- 



- 4- 



4- 



4-- 



— • f 
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:2I 
(1) 



(2) 



1 
o 
o 

w 
> 



c 

< 



(3) (4) 



flu 

(5) 



<6) Remarks 



WhiM TV channel did you most often watch while 
taking this course? 



1. KABC-TV, Channel 7 - 

2. KOCE-TV, Channel 50 
). Othi^r - - . 

Please specify 



1 J. Did the oourse assist you directly at this time? 



1 . Yes 
2. No ■ 



lA. UVnild vou recommend It to someone else? 



I. Yes 



. Miilfl havt' b<»t»n doni^ to irnprovt* ihi* cour 
t . . r vou / 



7, It IS vonr ocrupatioti? 

J . :'in«* Ar t ^ ^ ^ » ^ - 
}. H ontvnaker 
'4 . *'! i ] i t I r V - - - - - - 

Vv I »•^ ^ i ■ 'n.i 1 ^ - - - 
-:,.fj^,.j - - - - - - 



14. (Overall academic 
quality 
















15. In comparison with on- 
campus courses in which 
vou may have enrolled » 
iiow would you rate this 

course? 
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8. Sales/customer nvrvice 

Se 1 f-emp 1 t)ve J ---------------- 

in. Tr ulesmati / i ntirnt'vrum / t't I'hn i 'Unn - -- -- -- - 

!1. N.^r urr«,'ntlv ^mpIo^t^I - -- -- -- -- -- - 

12. Other 

IMoa^e sotv*ify ^ 

18. Is t ransruirt -It ion <ivailiibK* to lake you to and from 
i idlest: campus .>r rommunitv learning center'? 

K Yi-s 

2. No 

19. What is tiw most important reason for you to enroll 
in \ Le I»'Cv>urse ? 

1. iU.*;h ^cii'H)! 0 red it - 

In c/irn i^redit titward a collei;e degree - - - - 
\. ^*rofess iona I (^r 'K'ru[wit icma I improvement 

.*r advanrement - 
^. (W^nt-ral interest - - -.^ - -- -- -- - 

P lease -specify ^ 

1!0. H^w many of your it>;al dependents live in your 
:\ uiseho Id? 

1 . i>ne - 

^. 

i. Three 

r\>ur - -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- 

. Viw^ :'oi'^ - 
\»ine - - 

/I. t-: i r».,-.iiir work dav» diiring which period of time 
v!-' wor'r the "i_;^^s^t h(nirs / 

I. [iw a.m. to ') p.m.) - - -- -- -- -- -- 

(S p.m. to 1 a.m.) ----------- 

i. rr.i%'f ir I (1 i.n;. t«> H .un.) - -- -- -- -- 

, *). ) not w >rk - - ' ■ ^ - „ ^ --------- - 

jj. \r-* t'.tTr' ri-a-on-, v.i'.i :)r'*.'"nt von from attendtni^, 
> ! I t* - or. irr.n ns ' 

If Yos, ple.i^.* s[)^'t;ify . ^ 



1 
2 
3 
4 



L 
o 

3 
A 



1 

2 

3 
A 



B 
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I. 


Less * ri:in s U^^H) - ~ ^- ^ - - * 




















'h-c 1 i in* t . ^ a: " " " " 


" - - 


- - 


— 




1 1 > 








1 


.iin:-;U', I i ilr/a'.* - - - ^ - - - ~ 








) 


S; i;\U-, with ! i. Ml 1 : 1 1 i .^/C' ( ,^ ~ " 


- - ^ 




- 


<. 


Sini;U', iu.'J^i iuui^.i-iic ki " ~ ~ " 










.v.r Wif.» - -- -- --- 


— 




: 


V . 


/.il iT 'Vlii^ht-'V - ^ ------- - 












^ ' f ir* 
1 1 'i 111 








V. V. ^ »■:<■»■ ;■. i oi! , t V ) r' r • >i ni»'ii 1.'* ■ on 1\ 


t'ou r"S( 






\ . 






- - 


- 




i.'S, .!-vt ir ( oiiii.'uni f " .'^Mt-.'t.' - - - 








) . 










♦ ) . 


V-' ; , i niVtM's i t s' ■.»f ^ i i i i < 't':i i :i 








11. r... 


















- 




























— - 


— 




» ..Mir ^ cu* r.KM 1 1 !).K'K.i;rcnin(** 








1 


• I. M i ■ ^1- • i t' - - - - ' ~ ^ - 






- 












) 










4 « 














- - - 


- - 


- 






'7 i ; i I 
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30. rlt'.ist I luM'.s v.Mif a);i'. 

















1. 


15- 17 






1 




2. 








9 




3. 








3 




4. 








4 




5. 








1 




6. 








2 


31. 


Please check your sex. 








1. 








1 




2, 








2 


32. 


\^\ i I 


«• enrolled in a television course, were you also 








t'nrollt'd in another course that was taught on campus? 








I. 




E 


h 




• 









33. 


Did 


you maintain any of the following for the course? 








1. 


Course Diary ----------------- 






1 




2 . 








2 




3. 








3 


34. 


Did 


you tnWe the final exam for this course? 








1. 








1 




> 








2 



THANK YOU FOR YOUR HELP. 



APPENDIX B 



LETTER OF INVITATION 
COURSE DIARY FORM A 





/Oct St l/ommtmt^ l/o//ef^e district 





\ ADAMS AVf NUt 



COSTA MfSA 



CALirO«NlA 9?626 



NORMAfM WAT, ON CHANCfllOR 



Doar Student : 

part of our evaluation of televised instructlont we are 
inviting; a number of students tu maintain weekly diaries of their 
activities in taking their television courses. Those participating 
in the study will answer a few questions each week about the tele- 
vis icMi lessons they watched and will be interviewed once during 
the semester for the purpose of asse5?sing the quality of the tele- 
vision course they are taking. It will require about five minutes 
per week to keep up the diaries- and the interview will be about 
fifteen minutes long. It will be conducted either on the college 
campus or at thti Coast Community College District administration 
bui idln^. 

Students participating in the stu(!y will be paid $10 at the 
end of the semester. We would like to invite vou to join the 
group who will be working with us this semester to help us improve 
our television courses. If you would like to do this, please fill 
out the enclosed form and return it using the postage-paid envelope. 
Because we can work with only one hundred st»^ut:iits, It is important 
to return the form immediately. Only the first one hundred who 
r#'plv vill be able to join us. 

Tliank you, and good luck with vuur college program. 

Be.st regards , 




Richard W. KriBhtmnn ^ ^l ^X^ 
Director, Inst itut iona I Research 
Coast Community College District 



KWB/i ay 



Knt" lv)su re^i 



i>U'\fiL\\ COASr COILLGI 



% GOLDLN WEST COIKGI 
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HUNTINCTON S£ACH 



WENDIX C 

SWLE LETTER OF INVITATION 
COURSE DIARY FORM B 

(sent TO TV STU)ENTS ENROOED 
IN CULTURAL A^^^HROPOLOGY Ai'C SEWING) 






1 ^fO ADAMS AVINUI 



COSTA MCSA 



CAlirOHNlA 9?6?6 



Hear St udtiuL : 

As part of our propram to evaluate college cour!»e«, we 
ask vt>u to join us In examining the Cultural Anthropology course 
in wlnrh you aro now enrolled. Wt! will contact you six times 
durinv', the semester and ask you to answer a few brief questions 
about five lessons of the course* It sliould take only a few 
r?unutes to answer the questions and we would appreciate your 
returning the enclosed questionnaire using the postage paid 
envelope by return mall. 

Your Information will be kept strictly confidential and 
will have no relationship to ytxir course grade. Diank you very 
much for your help. 



Sincerely, 




Director, Inst itut ional^Jkarch 
Coast Coninunitv College District 



RWB/tlh 

Enclosures '2) 



Q ^ OHANCa COAST COl I J Gf 



^ GOLDEN WEST COLLI G[ 
HUNTINGTON P[ACM 



APPENDIX D 



COURSE DIARY 
FORM A 



(mailed at V€EKLY IffTERVALS) 



INSTRUCTIONS 



COURSE DIARY 



Kach week of the aemeater, answer questions about tele- 
vision lessons watched during the week. Answer the questions 
only for the one television course for which you are providing 
information even though you may be enrolled in more than one. 

If you did not watch a T.V. lesson during the week, check 
question 1 accordingly and skip the remaining questions. 

If you watchet! more than one lesson for the course during 
the week, write twe names of the lessons in the spaces provided 
In Question 2. Then refer to the lessons as "A," "B/' or "C, 
accordlnK to the line on which they are written. 



COURSE 



COURSK DIAKY 
(^iigHt tons 

I. W!i.jr T.V. lesMons did vou wntch this week? 



KST copy muBii 



i 1 I did not watch a Ifsson this week. 
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Were any of the lessons yi>u watclied this weiik lesions you had not watched 
before? 



B 



Nil 



WIk'U wen* they? A. 

B. 
C. 
D. 
E. 



If you answered "No" to questions if 2^ do not answer any of the 
remaining quest ions • 

For the following, please tvaltjate the item described bv writing a 5 for 
"excellentt" 4 for "very i^ond,'* 3 for "adoquate," 2 for "poor," or a 1 for 
"bad." Write the number in the column "A," "B," "C," "D," or "E" for the 
new lesson (s) you watched this week as indicated in question ^2. 



Lesson Lesson Lesson Lesson Losson 
A B C n E 



a) Content ot television presenCatior 



b) Pace of television presentation 

c) Relevance of television pre- 
^^entatlon to course 

d) Text readings for the lesson 

!•) Syllabus readings for the ^esson 

f) Technical quality of IT 
p resentat Ion 

g) Scope anu balance of Information 
presenif'd in IV lesson 

n) Visiting experts ar\d guests in 
TV p resentat ion 

i) fiov WfHild you rat^ this TV lesson 
IS compari'd vitfi otht-ts for the 
s ame courst* ? 



o 



BEST COPY AVAiUieil 



iMmmm iMmmm iMBBm Lsston 

A B C D K 



J) OVfr.ill arademlr 'jiialltv of thl« 

A, Writ*" in iUv dav of the wi^t?k thnt you 
first watched the te89on(8)« 

Int day 

If v(Miwatrht»d the leMsc)n(8) twice 
ttils week, write in t\\v st'cond day. 

2nd day 

e>. What time(s) durlnf; day did you 

watct: 'hf le:^S()n(s)? , , 

1st day 

2nd day 

?. Wiat channel (s) did you watch the 

lt*sson(s) on? , ^ J 

1st day 

2nii day 

8, wi;erf did vou watch the lesson (s) 

(Write "home/' "campus/* 

"trlend's homo/' etc. • ^ , 

1st day 

2nd day 



I 
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WENDIX E 

SWLE COURSE DIARY FORM B 

(mailed at three week IMTERVALS) 



BEST COPY mum 



St ri'fi 



Zip i'ncle 

NOP.: It ;iJ(triS;i has ciiinKfi!, phMso vrit»' in rorrert in tho sptHe provldt'l. 

nUs fvilucition ihfi t is for ihv t»0 lowing five Irssons of the (liiUural 



I . I i;( roclur t i on 
, A Courso ot St uUv 



1 . f'vo hit i on 



!. T'^»•;.^ fvil'iarr r.ic M f>r (rif followine Itfms for i rirti lo?;?ion bv writing a **5 * 
ti.r tx»ril.'Mt. tor \\>r /,(mh1, tor adrqnntt*, ''2'* for poor, or "T' for 

hi. Vri».' ^hi' :n;^^c'r in ct^lonn for fM<li i)f the !"ive Ifssons. 



[.KSSOS 



a) (.titorU ot to!evisit>n 
^ r. st It ion^ ^ 

) :' I 't t » irvi S i M 



^ .mm' 



t J - ^ . 

J I qtl l 1 i • of rV 

) \ '^i- i:» J I I lilt '' - ^ ! 



^_r.' ' r ■ 

! ) ^K*' r M ! ,h ;iJ.-": i ' q »M 1 i t •.' 
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!. ,i) Wh If V i J ,, >rt U iil .irly ^'^out U hhoh f)ne» Introduction? 



ft) WHnt ftAfcieuUrly bad about Usvon Oit«, tntroduetiofit 



< ) W»»at would you do to make U-Haon One, Introduction, better if you could? 



1. a) Wtuit was particularly good about Lesson Two, Course of Study? 



b) Wliat was particularly bad about Lesson Two, Course of Study? 



i ) Wli.it. would you do lo make Lesson Two, Course of Study, better if you could? 



A. a) WJiat wa; particularly grH)d about Lesson Three, Culture? 



b) WiaL was p;.r)t icular ly bad about Usson Three, Culture? 



o) Wiat would you do to make Usson Three, Culture, better If you could' 



5. a) Wfiat was particularly good about lesson Four, Archeology? 



b) Uliat was particularly bad about Lesson Four, Archeology? 



UTiat would vou do to mal- Lesson Four, Archeology, better if you could? 



b. a) Wlut was particularly about Lesson Five, Kvolutlon? 



S) Uli.K was part Icular Iv had about Lesson Five, Evolution? 



i) 'rtli.it wouM vou (Id to make Li-ssoii Five, Fivolutlon, better if vou i-ould? 
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APPL'IDIX F 



letter for schfuuling sjwem interviews 
(sent to all students keeping Course Diary Form 



v /mnmnntty t.^o 



oast t /ommumty allege district 

U70 ADAMS AVFNUf • COSTA MESA • CALIFORNIA 92626 



NORMAN f. WATSON CMANCrUOR 



Hear Student: 



We ' ro ve ry r1 ad you' ve decldt^d to [Kir t i ci p<i te in our 
evaluation of telovLsion courses. By now vou should be 
riwoivLny; vour roursp diaries. If you're not, or if vou have 
any questions, would you please call us at 556-5555. 

Interviews are bein^ set up now, to be field on campus Monday 
tJirou^h Thursday afternoons from 1:00 to 5:00 for the next few 
weeks. Please mark at least two cfiol ces--more if you can — and 
return this form to us in the envelope provided. 

You'll be sent a card telling you the exact date and time 
of your interview. 



Monday Tue s day 



1 :00 






1 :30 






2:00 






2 : 30 






3:00 






3 : 30 






"4:00 






4:30 







If von can't rr.ake Lt at all during this time, please call us 
at SS6--'i555 and we'll arrangi* anotlier interview time. 



Thank V(mi for your ht»lp, 



S incerely , 

Tean kiss 

Kesf-arch Ass i s tan L 

C(^ast Community College lM',-trfct 



EMC 



^ ORANGt COAST COLLEGE 

COSTA VtjA 



% GOLDEN WEST COLLEGE 
HUNTINGTON BEACH 



/TOIDIXG 



STUDENT INTERVIEW FORM 

(for students keeping Course Diary Form A) 



TV Sri'DENT INTERVIEW 



1. Wliv did \'ou dec^lde to take n TV course? 



BEST copy ri;-:; 



i 

•4 



interest in course 
i onvciiLoiuc 
need units 

interest in tlii.; mtulium of presentation 

job widvancement or promotion 

other, please specify: 



2. Is this your first TV class' 



yes 

no: W!>at other have you taken? 



]. How did you first learn about your present course? 



TV announcement 
radio announcement 
newspaper 
j brochure picked up on campus 
brochure picked up off campus 
schedule of classes 
other 1 



(friend , another college campus , 
previous course, mailed brochure) 



4. In which class are vou enrolled? 



1 pi Hlst:ory of Ar 

2 LZ] f^r^*'*^ (A)nsume 



Art 

A)nsumer Contest 



As Man Behav^.s 

Family Risk Management 



Art' you presently enrolled In other, on-campus courses? 
1 [j ve^ : How nanv units? 

- n "■■> 

Mnw would you rate the letr^^r you received from the instructor when you 
■""•' in the course? 



verv l\elpful ; answered all my questions reKardlng the course 
h^-lpfuU hut left 'M!t important information (Tist) 



i Pn '^^'^"^ ^^^^^ helpftil (comment) 



:\l a'^tec! t h*. f i 1 i Lator for your ( oursc 



» 7 



tr/ te I »'pr>nne 

by \r tu 1 1 ntM-r i 

A as :if ' • r sht* t /is i 1 



ivai lab le to vou? 
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BEST COPY AVAILABLE 



. < » m I i mil «* 



don't (evl It n^et».HHary 

li itMt, iMif -iMitdn'i rr ich itisirtictor 

iriti'tul t 1, but luiviMi't yet 



8. H »w iitpi*rt. uU is the f at* i lltritoi ? 



i Wi*vy . tn*rKi> should haVi» tlu^m avaL labU* 
di!ptMuf:; v>n f*"' fvpt' i)f subject. bcLtig taught 
Ui>t ni'c»-»ssary 



^ r^m VMur ^ xperie'^re f ir, li.)W Jo you fp<*l about televised instrurtlon 



rs i r ar,» IS i r r id'/ rt(^ v*m: Lhitik nnt;lir host be tauf.ht ovot 



t I f" I ' I ■ 'H 



'I. 'h l^ ^'tbie.i.s cr ir^^a^ . f stuciv 'ni^f-.t be least well ci'mmunlrat ed nvi*t 'H,'? 



iJ. '.ri.at Jm v;>ij tliink can be d'MU: to improve V: instruction? 



!K fMease evaluate the fnllowlin; aspects of the rourse you are taking by 
Morkiu^^ the appropriate box. 



;Vs|U' r t 



O 



Ar.Mutu aiul kind of .^ourse 
I n f : r-n i t i • »n p f' * v i cUmI b v 
. - in pus t 1 i t > t • ' r > 



( tuvttl 1 i O^^ f 



i- . • > ! .... I « -kOlV 



cr 



(3) (/.) 



u 

0 
O 

(3) 



0) 



fnmnrn t ^ 




Ini 



(l) 



> 



S 

5 



c 
c 



eg 



tu Sthrjtilf of T.V. tffiHnn 
broadras ts 



I. ()ual Ity of T.V. 

broadcast re i e p t i on 



]. Scope and balance of 

Information presented In T\' 



k. 



Krb'vmci' i)t course 
:..it"i i lls for vour needs 



Visit itv^ exports and gu^^sts 
i f ♦If vis ion lessons 



rn. 



vH'fr.i!l Ji-adenic quality 

I;. 



I'lrison with other 
... in which you have 
r: 'Ir i, '•u>v would vou 



r \i 



course 



(V (^0 



^f> ) CotnttA'nts 



14. 



An- r-.. r. v.v: aspect.: of the rourse you feel would be better covered In a 
c lass T' - i tunt Ion? 



I 



1 3, 



■ . i.^niticant oliaracterlstvc of the best TV course you've taken? 



'.•,ri r. 



ificant* rhancUTlstic of the W(>rst TV course y-i've taken? 



I 7. 
1 



T-iM.' t.'hvisiop sfts ire thrrc in vour household? 



■;, tr.-'on tiiat others in vour household want to view ,t television 
. : ir,' t.hat •-•(Mild prevent vo'.-. fron w.itrhiiiR .n television lesson 
s ■ .cri vou w.in t e d t f > ' 



■ rv ■ 1 f t . I r innot usi- nv 

b ronf'.c a-i t s . 
:if \\,'.\ vi'rv II f ten 



' !u>ino tc lovis i on si-t t o wat cli lesson 
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M WnuliJ ViUI . Ll.sifv VOUl'Hi^lf? 



BEST COPY Ai/AiUBLE 



t _J ^tud^nt working if^ward cuitificatG or ckgrce 
1 ^ i^eni'icil tn'.oro.a utidtMit 

* 1 I '^Tt _ 

Wiiat is your nriiuifwil '»ccup«Hiun? 

1 J studonr 

4 i(Mist»w i t r 

Uli I* is v.»ur pr-.s 1 t { .-.fr In V'.vir ! oustdiolJ? 

! i , I i vo h*ne 

•uniMo* livf' with iumi- r«» 1 r i vos 

» [ ] irr-ilvmd r w ; t'l' 

Hcw :n.inv :i-)urs n dav w^^uld you ostlmato that you watidi Lolevision? 

ri.^v is v.;ur rcTfPti'^n 'f *'!-.aniu*l )0 » . onpart'd tt) that of other stations? 

II at't as good 

2 ^ as i;ood 

3 hettt»r 



Tliank vou for your lu^lp. 



WGIDIX H 



LESSON NLf€£R AND TITLE 

AfiTHROPOLOGY 100 

Dineneions in Culture 



i'l>tt:NSlONS IN CULTURES: 
A STPDY IN ANTHROPOLOGY 



Pro^rnm No. 



Title 



1 

2 
1 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

10 
11 
12 

n 

14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 



Introduction 

A Courie tudy 

Culture 

Archaeology 

Evolution 

Primate Behavior 

Paleolithic Era 

Neolithic Era 

Civilicatlon 

Population Variation 

Ethnology 

Ethnographic Fieldwork 
Language 

Cultural Ecology 
Subsistence Patterns 
Economic Organization 
Technical Development 
Status and Role 
Marriage and Family 
Kinship Systems 
Crisis Rites 
Governance 
Social Control 
Religion and Magic- Part 1 
Religion and Magic: Part 2 
Art 

Enculturation 
World View 
Cultural Change 
Anthropology Today 
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/SPPENUIX I 

LESSON NU^BER AND TITLE 
ART 



FRI-IEHAND SKETCHING 



Program K o. 



Title 



t 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
I ^ 
I.'* 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
1\ 

23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 



Drawing \b An Undeveloped Resource 

ElemeAts of Drnving 

Alignment 

Shading as Darknaaa 
Preferred Angle of Vision 
The Drawing Co'^pass 
Cross Alignment: 
Timed Practice 
Six Levels of Drawing 
Elongated Objects 
Linear Perspective 
Contour Lines 
Step Relationships 
Ribbon Relationships 
Vertical and Perpendicular 
Recessed l/hickncsse? 
Fonning Thicknesses 
Emphasis on Size 
Overlapping 
Aerial Persi>ective 

Touchstones 5 research & Apprr^iation 

Concentric Foreshortened Circles & Curves 

Shading and Shadows 

Looking Up 

Compound Drawings 

Elements of Art 

The Secret City 

Anatomy 

Structure 

Utilization 
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APPB^DIX J 

LESSON ^IU^BER AND TITLE 
GEOGRAPHY 182-185 



<j 



tNTROntfCTION TO PHYSICAL (;E0CRAPHY 



Pfograr. No . Title 



I 


Introduction 


2 


Shape of the Earth 


J 


The Earth from Space 


4 


The Surface of the Earth 


5 


The Quaking Earth 


6 


Fnulting and Folding 


7 


Volcanism ^nd the Ring of Fire 


8 


Igneous Rocks of the Earth's Crust 


9 


Sedimentary Rocks 


KJ 


Metamorphic Rocks and the Rock Cycle 


11 


Minerals and Man 


12 


Weathering of Rocks 


n 


Topographic Maps 


u 


Erosiou-Leveling by Gravity 


15 


Landforms Shaped by Streams 


16 


Claciatlon and Landforms 


17 


Landforms and the Work of Waves & Currents 


18 


Wind-Formed Landforms 


19 


The Earth's Motions 


20 


The Ocean of Air 


21 


Our Nearest Star 


22 


Solar Energy and the Earth's Response 


2i 


The Air We Breathe 


24 


The Windv Planet 


25 


Weath^r Prediction and Modification 


26 


Latent Energy of the Atmosphere 


27 


Clouds: Signposts Aloft 


28 


The Middle Latitude Cyclone 


29 


The Daily Weather Map 


30 


Air Masses of North America 


n 


Catastrophic Weather 


)2 


Climatic Patterns of the Low Latitudes 


3 3 


Middle and High Latitudes Climatic Patterns 


34 


The liydrolic Cycle 


35 


Soils: An Interface of the Biosphere 


36 


Soil Nutrients 


37 


Soli Formation Processes 


38 


Soil Patterns of the World 


39 


Knvi ronmental Factors and Plants 


40 


Vegetation Structure 


41 


Major Vegetation Patterns of the Biosphere 


42 


The Tropical Habitat, A Paradise? 


43 


Tidal Conmunity: An Example of 




Interdependence 




Ceo the rrnal Ene rgy 


45 


Man's Impact Through Time 



f 
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LESSON Nll^ER AND TITLE 
BUSINESS lOb 



t AMiLY KISK MXNAGEMENT 



^rogrrtw No. 



TltU 



4 

') 

b 
7 

8 

J 



1 ! 

1 ^ 

! 

1 3 
14 
1 ^ 
16 
17 
\^ 
19 
.!0 

^1 

22 

2i 



2") 
2n 
17 
28 
29 
50 



Ums (JuncepL of Risk & Risk Management 

Civil Liabi lity and th#> Law 

"...His nay In' Court'* 

Your Liability in Self Defense & 

Property Rights 

Knowing Your Property Risks 

Personal and Personnel Risk 

liumcovyTiers Guide to Insurance: 
Dec Lara t ion 

A Homeownert Guide to Insurance: 
Fire Contract 

A Homeowners Guide to Insurance: 
FxteTuled Coverage 
A Homeowners Guide to Insurance: 
Medical & Liability 
Homeowner's Non-insurance Tools 
Thv Automobile: A Modern Peril 
I l)c* Fami ly Auto Insurance Poli cy 
The Autu: Fault or No Fault? Part 1 
The Auto: Fault or No Fault? Part 2 

An Introduction 
What Policy Should I Buy? 
The Whole Life Contract 
Wliat Price is Right? 
Disability Income 



L i. f e Insuraiu t» 
Life Insuran:(' 
Life Insurance 
LI fe Insurance 
Health Protection 
Insurance 
Health Protection 
Insurance 

Health Protection Medical Maintenance 

Organization 

Health Protection: Practicing PrJv'entive 

Mediclnr; 

SociaJ insuran^'o: An Introduction 

Social Insurance : (Soc ial Securily) Oasdhi Pt. 1 

Social Insurance : (Social Security) Oasdhi Pt.2 

Social Insurance: National Health t ropusals 

Property and Liability Planning 

Personal Loss Planning Part 1 

Personal Loss Planning Part 2 



Medical Expense 
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APPe^lX L 



LESSON NUMBER AND TITLE 
SEWING 
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CONNIE'S CLOTHING CORNER 



Title 



Prevlewi Equipment, Supplies 
Pattern Symbols, Simple Alterations, 
Druss Patterns 

Prrparing Fabric, Layout, Pinning, 

Cutt lag 

Snipping, Marking, Tailor Basting 
Stay-Stilching, Darts, Professional 
Pressing 

Shoulder Seams, Neck Facings 

Collars 

The Neckline, A Couple of Hems 
An Kasy Sleeve, Another Hem 
A lailored Sleeve, Seam Finishes 
Preparing the Skirt, Last Two Hems 
Attaching the Skirt and Bodice 
The Simple Single-Flap Zipper, 
Finishing Details 
ZlppersI Zippers! ZippersI 
Patterns 

Skirt Alterations for a Perfect FitI 
Pant Alterations for a Perfect FitI 
Now, The Perfect FitI Designing Skirts 
and Pants 

Wardrobe Selection: Color, Line, Design 
Fabrics to Select 
Fibers to Select 
Jiffy-Simple Skirts and Pants 
Tailoring Skirts and Pants: Part I 
Tailoring Skirts and Pants: Part II 
Bodice and Shirt Alterations for a 
Perfect Fit.' 

Various Ways to Sew ^ Dress Together 
Various Ways to Sew a Shirt Together 
Various Ways to Seu a Jacket or Coat 
Together 

Designer Details for the $500 Look 
Buttonholes and Buttons 



UNIVERSITY OF CALIF. 
LOS ANGELES 

' 1 * ^9:^ 

CLEARINGMUUSE KJH 
JUNIOR COLLL-GE 
INI ORMATION 



